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ADVERTISEMENT. 


HE preſent Publication, was occa- 
ſioned, by a printed Paper of Rea- 
ſons, againſt the-Renewal of an Application 
to Parliament by the Proteſtant Diſſenting 
Miniſters; to which Paper the following 
Names are ſubſcribed. 


David Mom Joun Tharenn 
Joux Roos Joan Maccowan 
Tuomas Tow Gong STEPHENS 
Sanuk BrxzewzR Joszryn PoPPLEWELL 
Epw ARD HITChIN Hengy HUNTER 
Tromas Oswalop John KITO 

Joux Porrs 


It being always the ſincere wiſh of the 
Author of this Reply, to live in Brother- 
ly Love and Union with all the Miniſters 
of the Goſpel, he was extremely ſorry for 
the ſad occaſion, of thus oppoſing the ſen- 
timents of any of his Brethren; and eſpe- 
cially, of thoſe with whom he has long 
been perſonally acquainted. But as thoſe 


A 2 Reaſons 


1 
Reaſons were printed, and diſtributed among 
the Members of Parliament, with a view 
of obſtructing the ſucceſs of an Application, 
in which, he thinks, not only his own per- 
ſonal ſecurity, and that of many of his 
Brethren are particularly intereſted ; but the 
cauſe of Truth and Reljgious Liberty in ge- 
neral equally concerned ; and that they had 
likewiſe a Tendency to prejudice the minds 
of Chriſtians againſt the Petitioners; on 
theſe accounts he could be no longer ſilent. 


He has therefore with the greateſt diffi- 
dence of himſelf, but in a firm reliance 
upon the goodneſs of his cauſe, ventured to 
ſubmit this Reply, to the candid judgment 
of the impartial, and unprejudiced Publick. 


Lower Tooting, 
March the 18th, 


1773. 
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AN 


APOLOGY, &c. 


REVEREND GENTLEMEN, 


ONSCIOUS to myſelf, that in con- 
curring in the application to Parlia- 


ment for the relief of Proteſtant Diſſenting 


Miniſters, Tutors, and School-maſters, I was 
influenced by no other motives, than what 
are perfectly conſiſtent with a moſt zea- 
lous attachment to the doctrines of Divine 
Revelation; I ſhall wave all apology, for 
thus publickly addrefling you, in reſpect 


to the Reaſons which you have alleged 


for oppoſing it. As they appear to me, 

to imply many charges againſt your pe- 

titioning Brethren, injurious to their cha- 

racter and reputation — as thoſe charges are 
21 


1 3 
expreſſed | in general terms — 3 338 
duſtriouſly propagated — and too generally 
credited by thoſe who are unacquainted 
with the true principles of the Application; 
I eſteem it a debt, which I owe to my Bre- 
thren, as well as to myſelf, to attempt a 
vindication of our conduct from all thoſe 
reflections, which Ignorance, or malevolence, 


may be apt to ground upon your priated 
Reaſons. 


It will be readily allowed by all who 
| are acquainted with human nature, that 
| it is ſometimes extremely difficult, to 
ſuppreſs that eagerneſs and warmth, which 
are natural in defending our own characters, 
. from the moſt unjuſt and injurious aſper- 

ſions. For nothing which reſpects our civil 
and ſocial connections, is dearer to a man of 
real integrity, than the preſervation of a 
good name. And in proportion to his de- 
| gree of ſenſibility, will be his reſentment of 
| defamation. Fully perſuaded of this, it is 
| my ambition, and ſhall be my endeavour, to 
| keep the ſtricteſt guard, that I may not in 

any inſtance, expreſs myſelf in language un- 
becoming the character I ſuſtain ; or betray 


the 


1 
the want of that temper, which is the faireſt 
ornament of the diſciples of Jeſus—the tem- 
per of Him whom I call my Los, and pro- 
feſs to make the great EXEMPLAR of my 
conduct. 


It will be proper to tranſcribe the vote, 
of the General Body of Proteſtant Diſ- 
ſenting Miniſters, previouſly to an examina- 
tion of the Reaſons which you have aſſigned 
for your oppoſition to it. And this I 
the rather do, becauſe I apprehend the 
Reſolution itſelf, conveys in the very 
terms of it, the ſtrongeſt evidence of its 
own reaſonableneſs and propriety ; eſpe- 
cially when taken in connection with the 
heavy Penalties, to which all Non-ſub- 
ſcribing Miniſters, and Non-conforming 
Tutors, and School-maſters, are now ex- 
poſed a). 

At 

(a) All Proteſtant Difſenting Miniſters, who do not 
ſubſcribe the doctrinal Articles of the Church of Eng- 
land, as required by the Toleration-AR, are thereby 
excluded from the benefit of that Act, and expoſed to 


the Penalties of all the Laws before in force againſt 
Non-conforming Miniſters. They are ** not to come 


« or be, unleſs in paſſing upon the Road, within Five 


_ ** Miles of any City, or Town Corporate, or Borough 
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At a general Meeting of the Body of 
PROTESTAN T DiIs8ENTING MINISTERS, 


in and about London, held at the Library, 


& that ſends Burgeſſes to Parliament; or within Five 
Miles of any Pariſh, Town, or Place where they 
o have taken upon them to preach ; upon Forfeiture, 
tc for every ſuch Offence, of the Sum of Forty Pounds; 
« One Third to the King, another Third to the Poor 
« of the Pariſh, and another to him that ſhall ſue for 
« it; and if ſuch Perſon keep a School, he ſhall forfeit 
& likewiſe for every ſuch Offence, Forty Pounds; and 
« any two Juſtices of the Peace may, upon Oath made 
c of any of theſe Offences, commit ſuch Offender for 
« Six Months without Bail or Mainprize.” 17 Car. II. 
c. 2. And by another Act, upon Certificate of the 
Ordinary, to any two Juſtices of the Peace, of their 
having preached any Sermon or Lecture, the Juſtices 
are required to commit them, for Three Months, to 
c the Common Jail, without Bail or Mainprize.” 13. 
& 14 Car. II. c. 4. F. 21. See 15 Car. II. c. 6.4. 7. 
And on Conviction, upon Oath of two Witneſſes, be- 
fore one or more Juſtices of the Peace, of having preach- 
ed, the Juſtices are required for the firſt Offence to 
levy a Penalty of“ Twenty Pounds; and for every 
*© fuch Offence afterwards a Penalty of Forty Pounds, 
%a Third Part to go to the Informer or Informers.” 
22 Car, II. c. 1.4. 3. And every time they adminiſ- 
ter the Lord's Supper, they are liable to a Penalty of 
One Hundred Pounds ; One Moiety to go to the King, 
another Moiety to be divided between the Poor of the 

Pariſh, 


[9 ] 
in Red-Croſs-Street, on MH ., edneſday Decem- 
ber 23, 1772, it was voted, that An 
« Application to Parliament, for the re- 
* moval 


Pariſh, and ſuch Perſon or Perſons as ſhall ſue for the 
ſame by Action of Debt, Bill, Plaint or Information 
in any Court of Record, wherein no Efſoign, Pro- 
tection, or Wager of Law ſhall be allowed, 1 13 & 14 
Car. II. c. 4. F. 14. 


« Every Schoolmaſter keeping any publick or private 

& School, and inſtructing or teaching Youth in any 
« Houſe, or private Family, as a Tutor or School- 
<« maſter, is by Law obliged before the Archbiſhop, 
« Biſhop, or Ordinary of the Dioceſe, to ſubſcribe a 
« Declaration, that he will conform to the Liturgy of 
de the Church of England, as by Law eſtabliſhed,” on 
pain of forfeiting his School, and being utterly diſabled, 
and ipſo facto, deprived of the ſame — 13 & 14 
Car. II. c. 4. §. 8, 9, 10, 11. — And every Perſon 
inſtructing or teaching Vouth in any private Houſe, or 
Family, before Licenſe obtained from the Archbiſhop, 
Biſhop, or Ordinary of the Dioceſe, and ſubſcribing 
the above-mentioned Declaration, ſhall for the firſt 
Offence, ſuffer * Three Months Impriſonment, without 
« Bail; and for every ſubſequent Offence, beſides the 
« like impriſonment for Three Months, ſhall forfeit 
« Five Pounds to the King — And it is further en- 
« acted, ** That it ſhall not be lawful for any Perſon, 
* who ſhall not frequent Divine Service eſtabliſhed by 
the Laws of this Kingdom, and carry him or herſelf 
« reverently, decently, and orderly there, to teach any 
% publick 


10 ] 

% moyal of the Subſcription, required of 
« Proteſtant Diffenting Miniſters, and the 
* obtaining relief for Tutors and School- 
«© maſters, be renewed, on the Common 
« Principle of Liberty, ſhould Friends ad- 
4 viſe, and it be judged proper, by a Ma- 
40 zority of the Miniſters of this Body.“ 


At a ſubſequent Meeting, held January 
the 27th 1773, one of your number in the 
name of the reſt, was deputed to acquaint 
the Body, with the Reaſons for your divid- 
ing againſt the aboye vote. And the firſt 
thing which claims my attention, is, the 
Note which you have inſerted, relative to 
the conduct of the General Body upon that 
occaſion ; which I will tranſcribe verba- 
tim. 


_ - 


—_ ͥ * 


N. B. © Theſe Reaſons were, after great 
«© Oppoſition from the Friends of the Ap- 
« plication, at length permitted to be read 


x Ws 


* 
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„ publick or private School, or take any Boarders, or 
, © Tablers, that are taught or inſtructed by him or her- 
« ſelf, or any other; upon pain for every ſuch Offence 
<« to forfeit the Sum of Forty Pounds,” 17 Car, II. 


c. 2. F. 4. 
44 is 
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« fo the General Body, at their Meeting, 
« on Wedneſday, the 27th of Famuary laſt, 
« but met with ſuch a diſagreeable Recep- 
% tion, that we find ourſelves under an in- 
« diſpenſable Neceſſity of ſubmitting them to 
« the impartial unprejudiced Publick.” 


I am heartily ſorry to ſay, that you have 
herein given a very unfair repreſentation 
of the debate, which took place, previouſly 


to reading your Reaſons againſt the appli- 


cation. As the Confirmation of the Mi- 
nutes of the preceding meeting, regularly 
came under conſideration, before any other 
Buſineſs was entered upon ; it was thought 
highly improper, and contrary to all rules 
of order, to pay any attention to your Rea- 
ſons, before the Queſtion reſpecting the 
Confirmation of thoſe Minutes, had been 
put to the Vote. Your propoſal therefore 
of making them the firſt object of atten- 
tion, was objected to in this view. But 
this by no means implied any objection to 
hearing them read, after that Queſtion was 
determined — The debate which afterwards 
aroſe, was occafioned ſolely by the appre- 
henſion that theſe Reaſons were to be 


cenſidered 


( 12 ] 


conſidered, aceepted, and entered on the 
Minutes, as a Proteſt againſt the Reſolu- 
tion. And that this was your real inten- 
tion, was at that time explicitly acknow- 
ledged. But as Proteſts had never been ad- 
mitted in this Body upon any occaſion, 
it was objected againſt admitting one now, 
that it would introduce a Precedent likely 
to be attended with endleſs confuſion. 
For if Reaſons on the negative fide of 
the Queſtion were entered, it would be 
equally proper to enter thoſe on the affir- 
mative. But to hearing the Reaſons read, 
and conſidering them as the ſpeech of the 
diſſentient Members, there was ſo far 
from being a great or general oppoſition, 
that the Friends of the Application were 
in general full as willing to hear them, 
as you were eager to have them read. 
As I apprehended, there might probably 
be a miſrepreſentation of that debate, I 
was particularly careful to obſerve, and 
to retain what paſſed upon that occaſion. 
And I aver, that when the former queſ- 
tion reſpecting Proteſts was diſmiſſed, and 
that of merely reading your Reaſons pro- 
poſed; inſtead of a great oppoſition, there 

Was 
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[ 13 ] 
was only one Angle perſon who objected. 
Your repreſentation, is therefore calculated 
to make very unjuſt, and unfavourable im- 
preſſions on the mind of the Reader; and 
to incapacitate the impartial and unpre- 
judiced Publick, for forming a right judg- 
ment of this tranſaction. Nor did the de- 
bate afford any ground, for that charge of 
Partiality and Prejudice in the Friends of 


the Application; which you have ſo ſtrongly 


inſinuated, by contraſting them with the 
impartial and unprejudiced Publick. 


Having thus prepoſſeſſed your Readers 
with prejudices againſt the Petitioners; 
you proceed to aſſign the Reaſons for your 
Oppoſition ; the Evidence, and Force of 
which, will come now under examina- 


tion, 


I.“ Becauſe the Reſolution was formed 
* with too great Haſte and Rapidity: A 
*« Buſineſs of ſuch peculiar Importance re- 
% quiring the moſt mature Deliberation, 
* and rendering more than one 'Meeting 
upon it neceſſary.“ 


3 
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How different are the apprehenſions of 
different .perſons! To me it appeared 
aſtoniſhing, that a Reſolution of ſuch a na- 
ture ſhould be the ſubject of Debate fo 
long. It was a Buſineſs of ſuch peculiar 
Importance, and ſo nearly concerned the 
legal ſecurity of the Perſons, and Property, 
of ſo many worthy and conſcientious Mi- 
niſters of the Goſpel of Chriſt, that it was 
furprizing there could be the leaſt heſita- 
tion about it. If the Reſolution had been 
abſolute, and unconditional, even then ſuch 
an heſitation would have appeared unrea- 
ſonable, from the very nature and objects 
of the Application. — And ſtill more unrea- 
ſonable as the Reſolution was made with a 
Proviſo, that our Friends, (who from their 
ſituation. were beſt capable of judging,) 
ſhould adviſe us to proceed — And. that 
the Body ſhould approve another Applica- 
tion; after the opinion of our Friends had 
been reported. Was more than one 
Meeting neceſſary to carry the defign into 
execution? More than one was intended. 

And that intention was expreſſed in the 
words of the Reſolution itſelf. Beſides, 


It was the ſubje& of Deliberation ſome Hours. 


the 
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ſed, than of thoſe who oppoſed the Appli- 


priety of applying at this particular time; 


E 
the Queſtion was not a new one. It was 
not brought in ſuddenly and unexpee- 
tedly. You well knew that notwith= 
ſtanding the failure of ſucceſs in the 
former Application, it had been agreed 
many Months before, to keep the Ob- 
je& ſtill in view — that the Committee 
were appointed to collect the ſenſe of our 
Brethren in the Country, that their con- 
currence might add weight to any future 
Application, which might be thought ex- 
pedient. In this long interval, the Appli- 
cation had been the conſtant topick of diſ- 
courſe. The propriety of the Object in 
general ſtood upon the fobt f a fotmer 
Reſolution — and I doubt not the opinion 
of almoſt every Individual had deen formed 
long before he was ſummoned to this Meet- 
ing. That Opinion had by many been fre- 
quently declared: and not mort frequently, 
or plainly, on the part of thoſe who eſpou- 


cation. And as for the only point which 
could now come to be confideted, the pro- 


it was expreſly referred, as I have already 
obſerved, to futute deliberation, after Pu 


opinion 


Ez 
opinion of our Friends ſhould have been 
taken. So far was it from being haſtily 
determined. I now proceed to conſider 
the ſecond Reaſon aſſigned for the Oppo- 
ſition. 


TI. © Becauſe we apprehend the Terms 
© of the Reſolution dark and indetermi- 
* nate: Of this we might give ſeveral 
« Inſtances, but are perſuaded one will be 
« ſufficient. The Ground of the renewed 
Application is repreſented as The Com- 
% mon Principle of Liberty; a Mode of 
« Expreſſion, this, to which, as therein 
. uſed, we cannot affix any certain Idea. 
% « Liberty ” is well known to be a Word 
«« very differently underſtood and applied, 
« and * The Common Principle of Li- 
e berty” is of as various Meaning and Ap- 
« plication, as the Term ** Liberty ” itſelf. 
« We take this Opportunity of openly de- 
« claring, that We are utter Enemies to all 
Kinds of Intolerance and Perſecution, 
« and ſtrenuous Aſſertors of rational Li- 
% berty, both Civil and Religious; but at 
the ſame Time as openly declare, We 
6s would eyer be on our Guard, leſt we be | 
1 « betrayed 
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ti betrayed into any Evil, under that ſpe- 
« cjous and lovely Name.” 


Upon this Reaſon I would beg leave to 
remark, that it was the unanimous opinion 
of the Friends of the Application, that the 
phraſe they adopted, and to which you ob- 
je&, could not poſſibly be miſunderſtood by 
any Proteſtant Diſſenter. And (as has al- 
ready been obſerved), © it was adopted, 
« with a declared Intention to ſet the Ap- 
“ 'plication on its true and proper Ground, 
* and to preclude the Idea of its origi- 
© nating from a Predilection to any con- 
* troverted Sentiments, which had been 
« urged as a Difficulty with ſome in the way 
* of their joining in the Application.” It 
is a little remarkable, that no objection was 
made to this Expreſſion, at the Meeting 
when the Reſolution was voted — not the 
leaſt Intimation given at that time, that 
it was ambiguous, dark, or indeterminate — 
nor the moſt diſtant hint of a doubt, about 
its Signification, as therein uſed. It might 
perhaps be preſumed, to be implied in this 
Reſtriction of your's, that according to the 
common uſe of it, it is a clear and determi- 

B nate 
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nate expreſſion. It would be needleſs there- 
fore to attempt any expoſition of the Phraſe 
in general; and indeed none but thoſe who 
are totally unacquainted with the writings 
of the Diſſenters, can be at a loſs to conceive, 
in what ſenſe it is commonly taken by 
Writers upon this ſubject. I ſhould ſup- 
poſe that even thoſe of the proteſting 
Brethren, who are Advocates for that Church 
Authority, which militates againſt the claim 
of common Liberty; know what is meant 
by the Expreſſion, how much ſoever they 
are inclined to diſpute, or deny the right to 
which it refers. Nor do I think it poſſible, 
that any more clear and determinate phraſe 
could have been ſubſtituted in its room. 
But perhaps your difficulty of determining 
its import, ariſes from an apprehenſion, that 
it is uſed in the Reſolution, in a ſenſe very 
different from that commonly received. 
Whereas the Suppoſition is groundleſs, and 
.conſequently the Concluſion erroneous. It 
was adopted as a common and well known 
Expreſſion, without the moſt diſtant view 
or intention, of fixing any new ſenſe upon 
it. However it is, I think, a Poſtulatum 


which you will not refuſe to grant, that you 
5 underſtood. 


L 


underſtood your own meaning, when you 
frequently uſed the fame Expreſſion, by 
way of oppoſition, to what you ſaid, was 
the real Ground of the Application. I 
want no further Conceſſion. We under- 
ſtood it too, and adopted the words in the 
ſame ſenſe in which you uſed them. 


But You fay, You “ are utter Enemies 
* to all Kinds of Intolerance and Perſecu- 
„ tion, and ſtrenuous Aſſertors of rational 
Liberty, both Civil and Religious.“ A 
truly Proteſtant declaration on the whole, 
only a little defective; ſince to ſtrenuous 
Aſſertors, you were unhappily reſtrained 
from adding, zealous promoters too; which 
I think would have been no inconfiderable 
amendment. Beſides, there is ſomewhat 
dark and indeterminate in the phraſe “ ra- 
e tional Liberty,” [ as herein uſed ; which 

in 


(b) If by “ rational Liberty,” be underſtood (as 
has been hinted,) that Liberty which is fit and pro- 
per for reaſonable Creatures, you will allow me to 
ſay, that the Petitioners cannot give up their claim 
to be conſidered as reaſonable Creatures, as well as 
their proteſting Brethren; and think they have full as 

B 2 much 
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in order to be conſiſtent with the general 
ſcope of the Reaſons, muſt be underſtood 
of ſomething very different from the Li- 
berty of preaching the Goſpel of Jeſus 
Chriſt, without ſubſcribing human ex- 
planatory Articles, as a qualification for 
the Chriſtian Miniſtry — ſomething diffe- 
rent from an exemption of thoſe from 
Fines and Impriſonment, who conſcien- 
tiouſly refuſe to ſubſcribe. This, from the 
connection one would think, was in your 
Idea petitioning for an irrational Liberty. 
But let me ſeriouſly aſk you, Is there any 
thing irrational or abſurd, in ſeeking a legal 
protection from Fines and Impriſonment for 
the ſake of a good conſcience? Are we 
not herein acting in conformity to the 
firſt law of God, and of Nature ; and under 


much right to judge, what degree of Liberty is fit and 
proper for themſelves, as any others have to determine 
for them. Every Man (whatever principles he holds,) 
will naturally judge, that the Liberty he deſires to think 
and act for himſelf in matters of Religion, without 
the controul of penal Laws, while that Liberty no 
ways affects the ſafety of the State, or the rights of 
his Fellow-SubjeRs, is perfectly rational; confonant 
both to the voice of Reaſon, and the principles of ſound 
Policy, 


the 
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the regular influence of that principle of 
Self-preſervation, which the Common Father 
of all Mankind, hath implanted in every 
Breaſt ? Your apprehenſion of being be- 
trayed into any evil under the ſpecious and 
lovely name of Liberty, which follows, is 
more unaccountable till ; ſince the legal 
ſecurity of your petitioning Brethren, is, I 
apprehend, the only evil, to which you can 
refer, and to which the Application moſt 
certainly tended. But how this could be 
conſidered in ſuch a light, by utter Enemies 
to all Kinds of Intolerance and Perſecution, 


is a myſtery which I muſt leave to Your- 


ſelves to explain. 


In the mean time, I propoſe to pay a 
very particular attention to the next Rea- 
ſon, which is 9 in the 2 
Words. 


III. Becauſe We are of Opinion, that 
e as a Diſlike to the Doctrinal Articles of 
* the Church of England, gave Riſe to 
the firſt Application to Parliament, the 
“ ſame Diſlike, in Part at leaſt, excites to 
** the Application now intended. To this 

B 3 « Opinion 
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ce Opinion We are led by the Words of 


the Reſolution, and by what paſſed du- 
ring the Meeting at which it was formed. 


* In the Reſolution, the Application is re- 
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ce 
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ce 


ce 


ce 


preſented, as to be renewed ;” an Ex- 
preſſion which conveys to our Minds the 
Idea, not of a totally different, but of 
the ſame Application repeated; and, 
during the Meeting, at which the Reſo- 
lution was formed, the Committee, 
though repeatedly called upon, reſolutely 
declined diſavowing that Part of Mr. 
Mauduit's Pamphlet *, in which the 
Application to Parliament is expreſly 


placed on a Doctrinal Foundation; a 


Pamphlet which the Committee have 
made their own, it being publiſhed at 
their Requeſt, and circulated among our 
Brethren in the Country, with a Re- 
commendation, in a Letter wrote by the 
Chairman, in their Names ; the Name of 
each Committee-Man being added under 
the Chairman's, as an Intimation of his 


diſtinct Concurrence in the whole of the 


Vide the Caſe of the Diſſenting Miniſters by that 


Gentleman. 


Letter. 
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« Letter. Mr. Mauduit ſays, The Tolera- 
« tion Act ſuited our Fore-fathers, becauſe 
« they believed the Doctrines of the Articles, 
ce but does not ſuit the Diſſenting Miniſters 
« of the preſent Day, becauſe they do not 
« believe them. We are neither afraid nor 
« aſhamed to declare, that We believe the 
« Dodrines of the Articles to be both true 
« and important; We dare not therefore, 
« conſent to be held up to View, as thoſe 


„ who indulge any Doubts, reſpecting 


« their Truth, or at all heſitate about their 
« Importance. e conſider them as the 
« Baſis of our Hope; the Source of our 
« Comfort, and the moſt powerful Incen- 
„ tive to a Courſe of ſincere, ſtedfaſt, 
« chearful Obedience. But, while We 
thus avow our great Regard for the Doc- 
* trines held forth in the Articles of the 
Church of England, We as freely de- 
* clare, that We do not receive them on 
* the Authority of that Church; no, nor 
eqn the Authority of any Man, or Set of 
: 


* 


* 


4 


* Men, however wiſe, pious, or reſpect- 
le; bug ſolely becauſe they are con- 
66 _ in the Word of God : The only 
* Rule of Faith and Practice. We with 
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ec Satisfaction obſerve, theſe Doctrines 
* avowed by the eſtabliſhed Church of this 
“ Country; by the Church of Scotland; 
* as well as by all the other Churches of 
© the Reformation; and, with Pleaſure, 
te reflect on the ſteady adherence of our 
“ godly and learned Fore-fathers (whoſe 
% Memory we highly value) to thoſe 
« ſacred Truths; but ſtill, We with equal 
% Satisfaction and Pleaſure, affirm; that, 
« while in civil Matters, We are with 
« Chearfulneſs, ſubject to the higher 
« Powers; in Matters of Faith We call 
© no Man Maſter on Earth; „One is our 
« Maſter, even CHRIST :“ He being, 
« © GoD OVER ALL BLESSED FOR EVER; 
«© We deſire always to regard him as tho 
«© OnLY LORD oF CONSCIENCE,” 


I begin with obſerving, that /uppo/ing A 
Particular Diſlike to any Doctrinal Articles 
of the Church, had given riſe to either the 
former, or preſent Application, it would 
not have been ſufficient to juſtify an Oppo- 
fition, by Perſons profeſſing themſelves 
utter Enemies to all kinds of Intolerance 
and Perſecution, For if it be admitted, 


that 
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that the belief of thoſe Articles ought not 
to be the boundary of Toleration; then 
thoſe who believe them, may warrantably 
unite in an Application for the relief of 
others, who are ſubjected to ſevere Penal- 
ties, for not ſubſcribing what in their con- 
ſciences they do not believe to be true. 
And that Toleration ſhould be thus limited, 
has never yet been openly avowed by any 
of you. It is not indeed my deſign, to 
diſcuſs the queſtion reſpecting the juſt ex- 
tent of Toleration, which has already been 
done to great advantage, by much abler 
hands. (/. But I profeſs myſelf an hearty 
Friend to univerſal and impartial Liberty of 
Conſcience. I firmly believe, that the 
Safety of the State, is the only true Line of 
Toleration; and that every good Subject 
has an undoubted claim to it, 


(c) I refer thoſe who would ſee the Arguments in 
favour of the juſt idea and extent of 'Toleration, to the 
celebrated Letters of the great Mr. Locke, the late maſ- 
terly Diſſertation, intitled, An Inquiry, &c.“ writ- 
ten by the ingenious Mr. Fownes of Shrewſbury, and an 
Eſſay upon the ſame ſubje& by Dr. Furneaux, in which 
the moſt clear and ſolid Arguments, are moſt perſua- 
lively applied to the Feelings of the Heart, 


The 
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The conſideration proper for you, if you 
apprehended that the Application ſprung 
from ſuch a Diſlike, was not, whether 
ſome Perſons, might not have views in it, 
which you did not approve ; but whether 
there did not exiſt ſome Reaſon for it com- 
mon to us all? Now, if the Laws in force 
againſt the Non-Subſcribers were cruel and 
inhuman ; the dictate of Humanity would 
ſurely be, Let us heartily join in petition- 
ing that our Fellow-Creatures, (if you 
ſcrupled to account us your Fellow-Chriſ- 
tians,) may be freed from ſuch unreaſonable 
Penalties, for following the dictates of their 
Conſciences. And before you had engaged 
in an open Oppoſition to ſuch a deſign, 
another Queſtion was previouſly neceſſary. 
Will any injury ariſe to ourſelves from its 


ſucceſs ? /d 
J add, 


(4) What Mr. Harris (a Gentleman well known in 
the learned World,) obſerved, in reference to thoſe 
who petitioned againſt the Bill, will equally apply to 
thoſe who proteſted againſt it, For a Proteſt printed, 
and diftributed among the Members of Parliament, 
was to all intents and purpoſes, the ſame with peti- 
tioning againſt 'it, The followipg were ſome of his 


Remarks, 
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T add, that both the Nature, and 


the Honour of our Religion claimed your 
concurrence in this Application. For 
Chriſt's Kingdom is a ſpiritual Kingdom; 
* the weapons of our” miniſterial War- 


J have no Objection to receiving Petitions. I am 
a Friend to Petitions. But they always have been, 
and always ſhould be under ſome reſtritions. Every 
Petition ought to have, either the one, or the other 
of theſe Objects; the obtaining of ſome Good, or 
the avoiding of ſome Evil. But the preſent Petition 
can have neither. The Petitioners acknowledge 
they are tolerated now, and they will be equally to- 
lerated if this Bill ſhould paſs into a Law. The 
moſt they can ſay againſt it, is, that it will do them 
no politive good, But if it will do good to others, 
and do them no harm; what is the language of this 
Petition, but ſaying, the Miſery of others is our 
Happineſs, and the Happineſs of others will be our 
Miſery. I will put a Caſe. Suppoſe the Inhabi- 
tants of Saliſbury ſhould bring in a Bill, to make a 
Turnpike Road between Saliſbury, and Ameſbury 
(two Towns in Wilts), If the Inhabitants of Ameſ- 
bury ſhould petition againſt that Bill, upon account 
of any inconveniences, they might apprehend, would 
ariſe to them from paſſing it; we ought in juſtice to 
receive, and hear their Petition, But what ſhould 
we think, if the Inhabitants of Berwick upon Tweed, 
ſhould petition againſt making ſuch a Road, becauſe 
they do not want a Road between Saliſbury and 
Ameſhury ! . 


« fare 
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&« fare are not carnal, but mighty through 
« God to the pulling down of ftrong 
« Holds.” The Goſpel of Chriſt at its 
firſt promulgation, made its way in oppo- 
fition to the united power and policy of 
Earth and Hell; nor do the Truths of 
that Divine Revelation, ſtand in need of the 
feeble ſuccours of an arm of Fleſh. Fines 
and Impriſonments are therefore, neither 
the proper nor appointed means, either of 
propagating, or defending the Religion of 
Chriſt ; but have a direct tendency to diſ- 
grace it, and raiſe prejudices againſt it, 
The ſword of the Magiſtrate, may be a fit 
inſtrument 'of ſupporting the claims of a 
falſe Prophet — of eſtabliſhing the Impoſ- 
ture of a MonamMEeD. But Jesus of Na- 
zareth reſts his high pretenſions upon the 
evidence of Miracles — upon the fulfilment 
of Prophecies — He procured the communi- 
cation of the gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, to pre- 
| pare the way, for the reception of his Re- 
ligion into the hearts of Men. Surely then 
the credibility of our holy Religion, muſt 
have received ſome tremendous ſhock, if in 
theſe latter days it ſhould ſtand in need of 
aſſiſtance from that temporal Power, over 


which 
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which it formerly obtained ſuch illuſtrious 
conqueſts, But are the infirmities of old age 
incident to a Divine Revelation? No. The 
Truths of the Goſpel have ſtill the ſame 
immoveable Foundation, the ſame external 
Evidence, the ſame intrinſic Excellence, 
and the fame almighty Guardian which 
they ever had. They can never be in the 
leaſt endangered, by the moſt violent at- 
tacks of the enemies of Revelation; ſince 
our Faith is built upon the foundation of 
the Apoſtles and Prophets, Jeſus Chriſt 
himſelf (the Only Begotten of the Father, ) 
being the chief Corner-Stone. And fo far 
is it froni ſuſtaining any injury from the 
freeſt and fulleſt Examination, that its 
evidence, will on the contrary, ariſe with 
ſuperior glory, in conſequence of the ſe- 
vereſt ſcrutiny, or even the moſt malignant 
Oppoſition. It is diſgracing then the di- 
vine Authority and Evidence of that holy 
Religion, to ſet a fence of penal Laws about 
any of its Doctrines. And when once it is 
ſet, every man who is jealous for the ho- 
nour of his Redeemer, and the credit of 


his Religion, ſhould lend a willing hand to 


pluck it up. For otherwiſe, he may ſeem 
5 to 
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to betray ſome conſciouſneſs of weakneſs in 
his cauſe, and to build his Faith upon the 
Authority of Men, rather than of God. 
As Chriſtians, and as Proteſtants, we ought 
to glory in deriving our Faith ex p/is fan- 
tibus, from the Scriptures themſelves, and 
them alone. We ought :to glory too in 
the ſufficiency of thoſe Scriptures, for 
maintaining and defending the Faith. If 
there is an article in our Creeds, which 
cannot be ſapported by the teſtimony. of 
Scripture, let us expunge it with an honeſt 
indignation — not ſeek to ſanctify, or pro- 
tect it, under the ſhelter of any eſtabliſhed 
Symbols. If we believe our principles to 
be entirely agreeable to the word of God, 
the beſt evidence we can give of that per- 
ſuaſion, is to conſent that they ſhall Rand 
or fall by that unerring ſtandard; and ge- 
nerouſly to ſcorn the uſe of any other wea- 
pons in their defence. What an Energy 
and Pathos was there in the words of a 
moſt reſpectable Gentleman, a diſtinguiſhed 
Advocate for our cauſe; * words equally 
conſonant to the dignity of the Senator, 


* Sir George Savile. 
| and 
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and the principles of the Chriſtian. © Mer- 
« ciful Jeſus ! Is it in the nature of 2% Reli- 
gion, to be ſupported by thecontinuance of 
« penal Laws, which it is not in the heart of 
« Man to execute!” But is there not, at leaſt, 
the appearance of ſeeking ſuch a ſupport, 
if we contend, that all who do not enter- 
tain the ſame views with ourſelves of the 
Doctrines of Chriſtianity, ſhould be con- 
tinued liable to the penalties inflicted by 
the Statutes againſt Non-Conformity. /e} 


' But let us ſee in what manner your 
repreſentation of the Riſe and Ground of 
the Application, is ſupported. It is your 
Opinion. The Opinion of thirteen Gentle- 
men, who would not credit the repeated 
declarations of a great majority of their 
Brethren, but rather choſe to adhere to this 
plauſible and popular pretext, to cover a 


ſe) The Reader may ſee theſe Arguments handled 
more at large, and with great force of reaſoning, in Dr. 
Furneaux's Letters to the Hon. Mr. Juſtice Black/one, 
Letters II. and III. in the firſt Section of his Eſſay on 
Toleration, and in Dr. Stennett's Free and Diſpaſſionate 
account of the late Application, to which I with great 
pleaſure refer him, : 

| de- 


- 
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determined oppoſition to an enlargement of 
the Toleration Act — an Opinion, taken up 
in oppoſition to the moſt plain and expreſs 
aſſurances, that though we differed in our 
judgments about the Articles themſelves, we 
were all agreed in ſentiment, that making a 
Subſcription to them, the condition and 


boundary of Toleration, was a groſs invaſion 
of the rights of Conſcience, an uſurpation 


of the Authority of Chriſt, and an unrea- 
ſonable hardſhip upon Proteſtant Diſſenters; 


and that, upon this principle, we all united 


in an application for Redreſs. It is beyond 


the ſtretch of my comprehenſion, how you 
really could entertain this Opinion, when 
you knew that great numbers moſt heartily 
engaged in the Application, were as firmly 
attached to thoſe Doctrinal Articles, as 
yourſelves, You knew it from perſonal 


acquaintance, You knew it from their 


Preaching, or miniſterial Connections. You 
knew it of many, by their Writings. Is it 
not then in an high degree uncandid and 
diſingenuous, to lay hold upon one Rea- 
ſon, which influenced only ſome Indivi- 
duals, and influenced them but in part; and 


at the ſame time, purpoſely to overlook 
the 


( 3 ] 
the grand principle common to us all? 
Have you forgotten the meek, affectionate, 
pathetic language of the worthy Chairman 
of the Committee, when in making his 
Reports, he again and again aſſured you, 
that it was not as Arians, or Athanafrans, 


as Calvuiniſts, or Arminiant; but as Prote/- 


tants, and Proteſtaiit Diſenters, that we 


bad engaged in this Application ? Have you 
forgotten, that many of its warmeſt Friends 
aſſerted upon thoſe occaſions, in the ſtrongeſt 
terms, that they would not, and could not 


have united in it, upon the principle of 


oppoſition to thoſe Doctrines of the Arti- 
cles? It never was denied, that ſeveral of 
them diſapproved of ſome of the Articles, 
but to infer from hence, that this was the 


common ground of the Application, is, 
ſurely, not to regulate a concluſion by the 
premiſes. It is natural to expect, that in a 
cauſe wherein a great number of perſons 


are concerned, ſome may have more mo- 
tives than others, for engaging in it — that 
there ſhould be ſome Reaſons common to 
all, and others -peculiar to Individuals. 


This was preciſely the caſe in our Applica- 


tion. But the advantage you have taken of 


C tis 
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this circumſtance (to uſe the ſofteſt terme) 
is illiberal and unkind. 


How you could be led to chis Opinion 
by the words of the Reſolution, ſo directly 
calculated to overthrow that Opinion, is 
to me quite incomprehenſible, Or how it 
ſhould be ſupported by what paſſed during 
the Meeting at which it was formed, I 

know not. The moſt that I can conjec- 
ture, is, that ſome Individual might ac- 
knowledge, that a diſbelief of fome of the 
Articles, was a Reaſon for his joining in 
the Application ; and we have all along al- 
lowed that it was a moſt powerful corro- 
borating Reaſon with many ; but this (as 
has been before obſerved,) falls far ſhort of 
proving, that it was: the only Reaſon with 
ſuch, 'or the common ground on which we 
proceeded, I recollect nothing of this ſort. 
And if any thing of this ſort had been 
dropped, I am ſure it would not have 
eſcaped my obſervation, nor do I believe it 
would have ſlipped my memory. Surely 
there is a wide difference, between allow- 
ing a particular ſentiment, to be a partial 
motive with Individuals, for wiſhing ſucceſs 
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to the EIS? ; and laying it down as 
the common bafis of that Application. 
The former we admit, the latter we utterly 
diſclaim. And ſuch a partial influence of 
diſlike to the Articles, as has been above 
admitted, could not with any propriety be 
urged as an objection to the Application, 
by any who wiſh to be conſidered as ene- 
mies to res and Perſecution. 


But a © renewed Application,” conbej 
the Idea net of a rotally different, but of 
the fame Application repeated. What amaz- 
ing powers of Criticiſm are here difplayed ! 
If the ſame Perſons apply a ſecond time, 
for the ſame Thing, and to the fame Power, 
it would donbtleſs, in fome ſenſe, be a 
renewed Application, whatever alteration 
there might be made in ftating the grounds 
of that Application. And in the preſent 
caſe, it would have been ſtrange beyond aff 
compariſon, if our ſecond: Application had 
been totally different fram the firſt.” The 
beſt way of evidencing this, would have 
been to have applied to the Lepiffatute,” to 


| require us to ſubſcribe ſomething more ; 


or at leaft, more © rigoroully to exact the 
Cz. © Sublcrip- 


| 5 

Subſcription now required. But indeed, 
Gentlemen, a renewed Application might 
be totally the ſame with the former, with- 
out at all countenancing your Opinion of the 
grounds of it. For we ſet out in .the firſt 
attempt on the Common Principle of Li- 
berty, notwithſtanding thoſe words were 
not inſerted in the Reſolution, And though 
your Unbelief, led us to inſert thoſe words 
in the vote for the ſecond Application, to 
prevent that matter being called in queſtion 
any more; we did not mean thereby to de- 
clare, that we went upon different Prin- 
ciples before. 


In anſwer to this, you will alledge the 
evidence of Mr. Mauduit's Pamphlet, with 
this additional atteſtation, that it was cir- 
culated by the Committee, with a Letter 
to which the name of each Committee- 
man was affixed. Upon this you have put 
your own Senſe, and (as is often the caſe 
with Commentators,) have taken. too great 
a latitude of Interpretation, and thereby 
grolly perverted the Text. 


The ſole Object of this Pamphlet, was to 
repreſent tothe Legillature, the reaſonableneſs 
and 
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and propriety of our Application. And as it 
contained a great many very ſenſible, and 
pertinent obſervations ; and the general rea- 
ſoning of it was particularly adapted to in- 
fluence the minds of the Perſons, to whom. 
it was addreſſed ; it was judged by the 
Committee, to be well calculated to for- 
ward the ſucceſs of the Bill. 


The main purport of the reaſoning” con- 
tained in it, was to' demonſtrate, that the 
Toleration-A& does not now anſwer the 
original intention of the Legiſlature in 
granting it; as it does not operate ſo far in 
favour of the Diſſenters of the preſent Age, 
as it did in favour of thoſe of the laſt Cen- 
tury. In proof of this, it 1s alledged, that 
many more diſapprove of ſome of the Doc- 
trines, contained in the Articles of the 
Church, than did at the time, when that 
Act was paſſed ; beſides the general revo- 
lution in the Sentiments of the Diſſenters, 
reſpecting the Magiſtrate's right, of de- 
manding Subſcription to any human For- 
mularies, as a condition of Toleration: 
Now ſurely, it was a ſtriking repreſentation 


of the fitneſs and reaſonableneſs of the Ap- | 
ts 3 plication, 
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plication, that in a Period, when the true 


principles of Toleration were better under- 
ſtood, and it's juſt extent and conditions 
more generally approved, the only Act of 
Toleration in exiſtence, ſhould not only on 
that very account, but from other cauſes, 
become daily more and more limited in its 
operation ; and fewer Perſons than ever, be 
able conſcientiouſly to take the benefit of 
it. Such was the general drift of that 
Gentleman's reaſoning, who as a generous 
Friend to, the intereſts of religious Liberty, 
ſtood forth to plead this cauſe. And though 
in the courſe of his reaſoning, Mr. Mauduit 
(as is natural to every Writer,) blended his 
own particular ſentiments on ſome doc- 
trinal Points, and expreſfed himſelf in 


language agreeable to thoſe ſentiments; it 


was by no means the deſign of the Com- 
mittee, as ſuch, to adopt all his private 
opinions reſpecting controverted points. 
And much leſs can the recommendation of 
the Committee, grounded upon the general 
reaſoning of the Pamphlet, be conſtrued as 
expreſſive of an approbation given by all the 
Friends of the Application, to every ſenti- 
ment contained in it; fince none but the 

Committee 
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Committee knew of the publication, and 
they bear no ſort of proportion to the num- 
ber of Miniſters engaged in ſeeking relief 
from the penal Laws. It is further worthy 
of obſervation, that the Reſolution of the 
Body was formed, and the principles on 
which that Reſolution was grounded, had 
been explained, long before this Pamphlet 
was written — that you knew long before 
your Reaſons were drawn np, that thoſe 
particular Sentiments, were far from being 
agreeable to great numbers concerned — 
that the Committee had fully explained 
themſelves upon this head, and that no fuch 
approbation was intended by them, .as you 
would infinuate; for they repeatedly diſ- 
avowed a recommendation of it in the view 
you alledge — and that in the Reſolution 
for the ſecond Application, this objection 
was deſignedly and expreſly obviated, by 
grounding it upon the Common Principle of 
Liberty. If ſuch therefore had been your 
opinion of Mr. Mauduit's Pamphlet, you 
ought in juſtice, as well as charity to yout 
Brethren, to have concluded that it was a 
miſtaken repreſentation, He had himſelf 
deſired, that, © if any thing contained in it 
Ds * ſhould 
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& ſhould be judged improper, the blame 
** might fall upon himſelf only, and not 
** be imputed to the prejudice of a cauſe, 
* which he wiſhed to ſerve.” * And after 
all, ſince it did contain a juſt repreſentation 
of the Sentiments of many of the Peti- 
tioners; if notwithſtanding thoſe. Senti- 
ments, they were intitled to Toleration, I 
ſhould have thought, none but Enemies to 
a Toleration, could have objected to their 
Caſe being ſtated, as a proper object of the 
regard of the Legiſlature. For it muſt be 
gemembered, that Mr. Mauduit does not 
expreſs himſelf in thoſe univerſal terms 
which you have adopted, The Sentiment 
you have introduced as his, (in the judg- 
ment of all candid Readers,) carries with 
it, as it ſtands in your Reaſons, the air of 
a direct quotation ; and ſo is calculated to 
impoſe upon the Reader. For Mr. Mau- 
duit limits his aſſertion, by ſaying, that 
% many of the Diſſenters now find their 
6 Opinions altered in ſome of thoſe Arti- 
* cles.” + And I know. for a certainty, 


* See the Advertiſement prefixed to the firſt Impreſ- 
ſion. | 
+ See the firſt Edition, p. 4. 1 
= that 
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14 
chat he did not mean te intimate that none 
of the Diſſenters united in the Application, 
believed thoſe Doctrines of the Articles; or 
chat a diſbelief of them, was the common 
ground of it. He is too well acquainted 
with the ſtate of the Diſſenting Iatereſt, 
not to know the contrary. Let me add, 
that in the cloſe of this very Pamphlet, he 
has ſtated in the ſtrongeſt terms, as the 
Baſis of the Application, “the uniform 
« and avowed Principle of the Diſſenters, 
e that the Holy Scriptures are the only and 
* ſufficient Rule of Faith and Practice; 
« and that therefore they can ſubmit to 
the Authority of no human Deciſions, as 
%a ſupplemental Amendment to them.” * 
But at the ſame time, from an apprehen- 
ſion, that the Majority of Diſſenting Mi- 
niſters diſapproved of ſome of the Articles, 
he was led to expreſs himſelf in general 
terms. This I verily believe to be an un- 
queſtionable Fact; ſince many who are 
thoroughly Calviniſtical, cannot conſcienti- 
ouſly ſubſcribe all the Articles, to which a 
Subſcription is now required by the Tole- 


# See the firſt Edition, p. 34 & ſeq. 
ration 
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ration Act. How well ſuch objections are 
founded, will be hereafter diſtinctly exa- 
mined. But indeed, Gentlemen, when 
theſe things are duly conſidered, both Mr. 
Mauduit, and the Friends of the Applica- 
tion, have reaſon to complain that you have 
done them great injuſtice. 


+, ot, M ꝶt-mö“ 4 AS 


I am ſure you cannot go further than 
myſelf, in an eſteem and veneration for the 
Memory of our pious Fore-Fathers, who 
maintained the Doctrines of the Articles. 
Their Sentiments, I think ſcriptural, their 
Characters I revere, with what the World 
may poſſibly call, a degree of Puritanical 
Enthuſiaſm; and their Writings I highly 
prize, as the moſt valuable remains of 
evangelical Piety, and Devotion. Not- 
withſtanding which, I cannot conceive, 
why the different ſentiments of any Indi- 
viduals, ſhould be urged as an Objection 
againſt an Application, grounded upon the 
Common Principle of Liberty. 


w__ . %- a % 


It ſhould be further remarked, that by 
ſubmitting only to a Declaration of Faith 
in the Holy Scriptures, it fully appeared, 
—_— | that 
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that we approved of no Subſcription to * 
human explanatory Articles whatſoever, even 
though perfectly agreeable to our on Senti- 
ments, or ſo generally expreſſed, as to remove 
the Objections any of us might have to the 
preſent Set of Articles. Whereas, accord- 
ing to your repreſentation of the motive of 
our conduct, we ſurely ſhould have been con- 
tented, either with deſiring to ſubſeribe the 
preſent Articles, under certain reſtrictions 
and qualifications; or have framed and 
offered ſome others to be ſubſtituted in their 
room. But we were unanimouſly againſt 
the. Sub/cription and Impofition of any, as 
equally injurious to religious Liberty, and 
totally inconſiſtent with the Allegiance we 
owe to CHRIST the only LoxD of Con- 
ſcience, and our only MAsTER, and Laws 
GIVER in matters of Religion. 


I have hitherto conſidered you, as by 
Doctrinal Articles of the Church, intend- 
ing thoſe, which are commonly reputed to 
be the diſtinguiſhing points of Orthodoxy ; 
but you will pardon me for ſuggeſting, that 
to repreſent a diſlike to the Doctrinal Arti- 
cles as the . ground of the Application, 

without 
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without ſpecifying any Particulars, is to 
brand your Brethren with Hereſy, in very 
4% dark and indeterminate terms.” Some 


of thoſe Doctrinal Articles to which we are 


required to - ſubſcribe, are levelled againſt 


Atheiſts, others againſt Des; ſome againſt. 


Papiſts, others againſt Arians and Socinians; 
ſome againſt Arminians; and others, if I 
miſtake not, are particularly pointed againſt 
ſome of the diſtinguiſhing Tenets of Pro- 
teflant Diſſenters. But which, out of this 
catalogue of hard and opprobrious Names, 
do you intend to fix upon your Brethren ? 
For any thing that appears in your Rea- 
ſons to the contrary, the Reader is left at 
liberty to take his Choice, and adopt ſuch 
as he may think, the moſt obnoxious of 
them all. 


Allow me, Gentlemen, alſo to remind 
you, that a/ the Articles to which our Sub- 


ſcription is required, have been commonly, 


(though perhaps not with ſtrict propriety,) 
called Doctrinal Articles; fince thoſe which 
more particularly reſpect the Conſtitution 
and Diſcipline of the Church of England, 
are excepted by the Act of Toleration. 

| I The 
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The Phraſe was uſed in this ſenſe and to 
this extent, in the Caſe of the Diſſenters. 
Hence it will appear, that there is no in- 
conſiſtency between an attachment, to what 
are ſometimes called the Do&#rines of the 
Reformation, and having ſome material ob- 
jections to the matter of ſome of the Ar- 
ticles — ſuch, as contain Sentiments and Po- 
ſitions, to which, I think, your Encomium 
paſſed upon the Doctrines of the Articles, 
will by no means apply. But you make no 
Diſtinctions or Exceptions whatſoever, either 
in the declaration of your Faith in the Doc- 
trines of the Articles, or in the commenda- 
tion you beſtow; upon thoſe Articles. You 
take them all together, and ate neither 
afraid nor aſhamed to declare, that you 
* believe them to be both true and impor- 
* tant. You dare not therefore conſent, to 
© be held up to view, as thoſe who indulge 
* any doubts reſpecting their Truth, or at 
all heſitate about their Importance. You 
ͤäconſider them,” (without exception of 
any,) © as the Baſis of your Hope, the 
Source of your Comfort, and the 
*« moſt powerful Incentive to a Courſe of 
* ſincere, ſtedfaſt, chearful Obedience.“ 
| Nevertheleſs. 
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Nevertheleſs there are ſome, concerning 
which, though you have no occafion to be 
afraid; yet I think any Proteſtant Diſſenter 
might very innocently be aſbamed, to make 
ſuch a Declaration. Nor ſhould it be for- 
gotten, that an inſuperable objection to a 
Angle Clauſe in any one of the Articles, as 
effectually deprives a conſcientious Man of 
the benefit of Toleration, as if he diſbe- 
lieved every Doctrine contained in the whole 
W ORs 


Since the Application was: reſolved on, I 
have indeed frequently wiſhed, there had 
been nothing in any of the Articles, to 
which I was conſtrained by conſcience to 
object; that all poſſibility of ſuſpicion 
might be removed, that my concurrence ini 
it was grounded, upon a diflike to the Doc- 
trines of the Reformation. For in that 
caſe, I ſhould have abated nothing of the 
Zeal and Ardor, with which I have engaged 
in this cauſe of Liberty and Conſcience. 1 
am fully perſuaded, that the greateſt degree 
of excellence, the neareſt approach, in any 
human Creeds, to perfection, is yet an in- 
ſufficient _ for * them under the 

ſanction 
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ſanction of human penalties, upon the con- 
ſciences of Men. For let theſe Articles be 
ever ſo excellent, when thus impoſed, they 
are Fetters ftill — and it is not Fetters of 
Silver, or Chains of Gold, that can recon- 
cile a free born Soul, conſcious of its Birth- 
right, to ſubmit to an abject ſtate of ſlavery, 
and renounce its native claim to Freedom. 
Upon this broad bottom, I hope I ſhall ever 
ſtand ; as moſt cordially adopting the Lan- 
guage of the great Chillingworth, ' The 
% Bible, the Bible, the Bible, I ſay the 
« Bible only, is the Religion of Proteſ- 
« tants.” But though I diſapprove of Sub- 
ſcription to any human Articles, however 
unexceptionable in themſelves, when impo- 
ſed as a Teſt of qualification for the Chriſ- 
tian Miniſtry ; and when ſuch Subſcription 
is made the boundary of Toleration ; yet I 
cannot, I dare not ſay, I have in the pre- 
ſent caſe, no objection to the Articles them- 
ſelves, I have many — objections perfectly 
conſiſtetit with the principles of a Ca/vini{— 
and ſuch that I wonder how any Proteſtant 
Diſſenter, whether he be a Calviniſt, or an Ar- 
minian, can with a good conſcience ſubſcribe 
them. Thus it is true with regard to my- 
269 | ſelf, 
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ſelf, and I am perſuaded, many more than you 
ſeem to imagine, that a diſlike to ſome Parti- 
culars in the Articles required to be ſubſcri- 
bed, was an additional motive for joining 
in the Application, and wiſhing it ſucceſs. 


And here I would beg leave to remark, 
that the popular clamour which you have 
endeavoured to excite againſt your Brethren, 
is grounded ſolely upon the contrary Suppo- 
fition ; viz, that no Man who is in your 
judgment, and mine, - evangelical in his 
principles, can have any objection to the 
Articles. And I have found as to many per- 
ſons, that when this matter has been fairly 
ſtated to them, it has at once extirpated 
the prejudices, which the invectives of our 
Opponents, had eſtabliſhed in their minds. 
The following obſervations will, I think, 
elucidate the Reaſon of the general credit, 
which has been given to that Suppoſition. 


The Bulk of the Laity of the Church of 
England, are very little converſant in the 
Articles; but look upon them, as baving 
ſome kind of magical operation upon the 
ſecurity of the Church. Such as attend 


the 
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the miniſtry of thoſe, whom it has pleaſed 
God to raiſe up in the Church, to preach 
ſome of the moſt important of her Doc- 
trines, (and to whom I moſt cordially wiſh 
abundant ſucceſs,) are indeed accuſtomed 
more frequently to hear their Articles quo- 
ted, and appealed to. But even with re- 
ſpect to them, it is to be obſerved, that their 
attention is ſolely drawn to ſuch of the Ar- 
ticles, as reſpect ſome particular Doctrines. 
And as they are frequently reminded in ge- 
neral terms, of the importance of the Ar- 
ticles ; whenever they hear of any diſlike 
to, or ſeruples concerning them, they im- 
mediately ſuſpect them to be grounded upon 
a diſaffection to thoſe particular Tenets; 
and ſeem to be as ignorant as any others, 
of all the Articles which have no reference 
to thoſe Doctrinal Points. 


And I apprehend, that even with re- 
ſpe to the generality of Diſſenting Mini- 
ſters who have qualified according to Law, 
it may be fairly preſumed, that their Sub- 
ſcription has been the reſult of a general 
apprehenſion that the Articles are Orthodox, 
and in the main agreeable to their own 

D Sentiments, 


| 
| 
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Sentiments, without a very minute exami- 


nation into the meaning of them all. They 


have generally ſubſcribed ſoon after their 
entrance into the Miniſtry, when they in- 
dulged the leſs heſitation, becauſe others 
who were ſound in the Faith, had ſubſcribed 


before them, 


But in order more fully to convince you, 
that I do not mean to reſt in general Aſſer- 
tions, I propoſe hereafter to conſider dif- 
tinctly, and at large, ſome of the Articles to 


which our Subſcription is required; and be- 


lieve I ſhall point out ſome ſolid objections 
which lie in the way of ſubſcribing them. 
And if I do this, you will ſurely allow, a 
Man may have a claim to Orthodoxy, 
though he may indulge ſome doubts re- 
ſpecting their Truth, and more than heſi- 
tate about their Importance. 


Vour Intimation is however not true, that 
all thoſe Doctrines to which our Subſcription 
is required, are avowed by the Church of 
Scotland, and by all the other Churches of 
the Reformation; nor were they ſteadily 


adhered to by all of ouf godly and learned 
Fore» 


7 


„ ( 


4 

Fore- fathers, by whatever means they were 
reconciled to a Subſcription to them. We 
ought to remember, that they delivered in 
an explanation of the ſenſe, in which they 
ſubſcribed ſome of the Articles, from which 
we may fairly infer, that they had ſome 
difficulties about ſubſcribing every thing 
contained in them, in its obvious and literal 
ſenſe. 


Beſides, as to the avowal of the moſt im- 
portant Doctrines of the Articles by many 
other Churches, I heartily rejoice in it; 
and not one of us has any objection to 
it, provided they do not impoſe any Doctrines 
upon others, under the ſanction of hu- 
man penalties. Unleſs they ſo zmpoſe them, 
their avowal of them, cannot be conſidered 
as a juſtification of your Oppoſition — of 
an Oppoſition to an Application to Parlia- 
ment, for relief from. the obligation to ſub- 


feribe the Articles of tſie Church of Eng- 


land, upon pain of incurring the heavy Penal- 
ties againſt Nonconformity — not to a Prayer 
that the Legiſlature would proſcribe the be- 
lief of thoſe Articles. To the latter, ſuch 
as have v no objections to the Articles them- 
D 2 _ ſelves, 
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ſelves, could with no propriety conſent ; 
but a concurrence in the former, is perfectly 
conſiſtent with the moſt thorough belief of 


them /. Theſe are the Ideas, which, 
| | though 


lt is with peculiar ſatisfaction, that I can pro- 
duce ſo unexceptionable an Evidence, as the Reverend 
Mr. Toplach, in favour of my Aſſertion. It is impoſ- 
ſible that either the Orthodoxy of that Gentleman, or 
his Zeal for the Articles of the Church can be called in 
queſtion, after the many proofs his Writings afford, 
that he is to be numbered among the moſt ingenious, and 
learned Champions for the Doctrines of the Church of 
England, And yet notwithſtanding his firm Belief, 
both of the Truth, and Importance of the Articles, 
and his zealous oppoſition to the Petitioning Clergy 3 
he has ſaid ſome of the ſtrongeſt things, on the reaſon- 
ableneſs and propriety of an Enlargement of the Tole- 
ration. 
& The Toleration of Proteſtants (ſays he,) ſhould, 
* by every Law both of God, of Nature, and of Civil 
4 Policy, be abſolutely unlimited. Tis as much their Due, 
5 as the Air they breathe, or as the Light by which 
* they ſee, They are not to aſt it, as a Favor; but 
© may claim it, as a Debt.” — It is injurious to the 
s right of private Judgment, to exact Subſcription, ta 
„ the Doctrinal Articles of the Church of England, 
„ from thoſe very Perſons, who declare themſelves Diſ- 
« ſenters from that Church,” * A Toleration, tru 
* Proteſtant, requires a more generous and expanded 
“% Baſis,” — As far as the Proteflant Diſſenters are 
* concerned, I ſhould, as a Well-wiſher to Mankind, 
* rejoice 


FY 
though & juſtly diſtinguiſhable, you have 
all along confounded, in your third Reaſon 
againſt the Application, 
When 


14 rejoice to ſee Subfeription, I will not ſay; relaxed, but 
© intirely taken out of the way.” — ©* Surely, bare Con- 
„ azvance is too lender a ſecutity for the Property and 
& Freedom of any Proteſtant Whatever! See his Free 
Thoughts on the projected Application, &c. P. 28 & 
ſeq. | 

And upon another occaſion, he ſeems to apprehend 
more Inconveniencies, likely to ariſe from impoſing 
Subſcriptions to human Forms, even in E/tabliſbments, 
than one would imagine any Perſon could, who has 
pleaded ſo warmly, againſt any relaxation of that Re- 
quiſition in the Church of England. In his account of 
the Life of JeRom Zancnivs, (prefixed to his 
Tranſlation of that Writer's Diſcourſe on the Doctrine 
of Predeſtination,) ſpeaking of the Difficulties which 
Zanchius had in ſubſcribing the Augſburg Confeſſion, 
to which he was compelled in order to retain his Pro- 
feſſorſhip at Straſburg ; and to which he ſubmitted with 
this declared Reſtriction, mod? arthodaæd intelligatur ; he 
adds the following pertinent Queſtion; and Remark, 
& I ſhall, here, beg leave to interpoſe one queſtion, 
* naturally ariſing from the ſubject. What good pur- 
«« poſe do the impoſition and the multiplication of un- 
* neceſſary Subſcriptions to forms of human compoſi- 
tion, tend to promote? Tis a fence, far too low, 
to keep out men of little or no principle ; and too 
4 bigh, ſometimes, for men of real integrity to ſur- 
D 3 mount, 
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ſelves, could with no propriety conſent; 
but a concurrence in the former, is perfectly 
conſiſtent with the moſt thorough belief of 
them (//. Theſe are the Ideas, which, 


duce ſo unexceptionable an Evidence, as the Reverend 
Mr. Toplach, in favour of my Aſſertion. It is impoſ- 
ſible that either the Orthodoxy of that Gentleman, or 
his Zeal for the Articles of the Church can be called in 
queſtion, after the many proofs his Writings afford, 
that he is to be numbered among the moſt ingenious, and 
learned Champions for the Doctrines of the Church of 
England, And yet notwithſtanding his firm Belief, 
both of the Truth, and Importance of the Articles, 
and his zealous oppoſition to the Petitioning Clergy 3 
he has ſaid ſome of the ſtrongeſt things, on the reaſon- 
ableneſs and propriety of an Enlargement of the Tole- 
ration. 


&« The Toleration of Proteſtants (ſays he,) ſhould, 

* by every Law both of God, of Nature, and of Civil 

Policy, be abſolutely unlimited. Tis as much their Due, 

5 as the Air they breathe, or as the Light by which 

* they ſee, They are not to aſt it, as a Favor; but 

* may claim it, as a Debt.” — It is injurious to the 

«« right of private Jud t, to exact Subſcription, ta 

«* the Doctrinal Artitles of the Church of England, 

„from thoſe very Perſons, who declare themſelves Diſ- 


* Proteftant, requires a more generous and expanded 
i Baſis,” — As far as the Prote/lant Diſſenters are 
# concerned, I ſhould, as a Well-wiſher to Mankind, 

* rejoice 
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though & juſtly diſtinguiſhable, you have 
all along confounded, in your third Reaſon 
againſt the Application, 


When 


3 rejoice to ſee Subſcription, I will not ſay; rclaxed, but 
te intirely taten out of the way.” — * Surely, bare Con- 
c ajvance is too ſlender a ſecutity for the Property and 
i Freedom of any Proteſtant whatever! See his Free 
Thoughts on the projected Application, &c. P. 28 & 
ſeq, | 

And upon another occaſion, he ſeems to apprehend 
more Inconveniencies, likely to ariſe from impoſing 
Subſcriptions to human Forms, even in E/tabliſbments, 
than one would imagine any Perſon could, who has 
pleaded ſo warmly, againſt any relaxation of that Re- 
quiſition in the Church of England, In his account of 
the Life of JeRoM ZANCHI1us, (prefixed to his 
Tranflation of that Writer's Diſcourſe on the Doctrine 
of Predeſtination,) ſpeaking of the Difficulties which 
Zanchius had in ſubſcribing the Augſburg Confeſſion, 
to which he was compelled in order to retain his Pro- 
feſſorſhip at Straſburg; and to which he ſubmitted with 
this declared Reſtriction, mod? orthodoxt intelligatur ; he 
adds the following pertinent Queſtion, and Remark, 
& I ſhall, here, beg leave to interpoſe one queſtion, 
© naturally ariſing from the ſubject, What good pur- 
«© poſe do the impoſition and the multiplication of un- 
* neceſſary Subſcriptions to forms of human compoſi- 
tion, tend to promote? Tis a fence, far too low, 
* to keep out men of little or no principle ; and too 
* « }igh, ſometimes, for men of real integrity to ſur- 
D 3 mount, 
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When however you urge the avowal of 
Doctrines by thoſe Churches as an Authority 
in favour of the unjuſt claims to which we 
object; I muſt obſerve, that if there had 
been as many more ſuch Authorities, they 
would have had no weight with me, in op- 
poſition to the plaineſt dictates of Reaſon, 
and the cleareſt precepts of Chriſtianity. 
But I really think, you have not faid all 
that might be ſaid upon this point, in fa- 
vour of your Cauſe. I wonder your ſaga- 
city and penetration, did not furniſh you 
with ſome additions to your Liſt of Autho- 
rities, You ſhould at leaſt have inſerted 
one more, the Head and Leader of all the 
reſt ; the Ancient, Catholic, Apoſtolic, In- 


fallible Church of Rome (g/. 
Indeed 


& mount. It, often, opens a door of ready admiſſion, 
4 to the abandoned; who, Oftrich like, care not what. 
„% they ſwallow, ſo they can but make Subſcription a 
« bridge to ſecular intereſt : and, for the truly hone/t, 
„ it, frequently, either quite excludes them from a 
<« ſphere of action, wherein they might be eminently 
« uſeful ; or obliges them to teſtify their aſſent, in ſuch 
ce terms, and with ſuch open, profeſt reſtrictions, as 
« render ſubſcription a mere nothing.“ 

(g) The following curious Decree of the Council 


of Trent, may juſtly be conſidered as the Parent of all 
ſuch Impoſitions. „ Moreover 


* — 
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Indeed there is a greater degree of coti- 
fiſtency in the conduct of the Church of 
Rome, than in the ſimilar condu@ of any 

Proteſtant 


«© Moreover for the reſtraĩning of petulant and ſaucy 
& Wits, the Council does Decree, that no Man pre- 
« ſume upon his own. Prudence, in matters of Faith 
« and Manners, ſuch as appertain to Edification 
&« wreſting the Holy Scriptures to ſpeak his own ſenſe, 
& againſt that which our Holy Mother the Church, 
& has, and does hold, to whom it of right belongs, to 
« judge of the true Senſe and Interpretation of the 
Holy Scriptures z or againſt the unanimous Conſent 
« of the Fathers, daring to put his own Interpretation 
te upon Holy Writ, even although thoſe their Inter- 
it pretations ſhould never be made publick. The Mi- 
66 niſters of their reſpective Cures ſhall declare it, if 
&* they know any that contradict this our Order, that 
te they may undergo the Puniſhment according to r 
« jn that caſe provided.“ 

And again, after giving ſome Directions about. the 
Examination, and Licenſe of the printed Copies of 
the Bible, and Arinotations upon it, it is thus further 
Decreed, 


& After all this, willing to amend that too much 
& Boldneſs of ſome, who turn every thing to profane 
© Uſes, and make the Words ſpeak their own Senſes 
te turning the Holy Scriptures forſooth into Scurrilities, 
& Fables, Vanities, Flatteries, Detractions, Superſti- 
« tions, Wicked and Diabolical Incantations, Divi- 
t nations, Sorceries, and Infamous Libels, it does 

7" "WES „ command 
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Proteſtant Church. The Church of Rome 
openly avows her pretenſions to Infallibili- 
ty, and upon this claim, grounds her exer- 
ciſe of Dominion over the conſciences of 
Men. But every Proteſtant Eſtabliſhment 
diſavows ſuch a Claim. Yet ſurely there is 
a degree of Arrogance, not very remote 
from it, in all thoſe who would make their 
own Sentiments, in the Punctilios of Theo- 
logical Controverſy, the Standard of Truth, 
and the Line of Toleration. Nay, when 
we renounce this claim, it is yet more ar- 
rogant to bind the conſciences of others by 
our Determinations, confeſſing ourſelves at 


* command and appoint, for the removing all Irreve- 
<© rence and Contempt of this nature, that none for 
< the future dare any ways pervert the Sacred Text, to 
be thoſe, or the like Ends; that all ſuch Men, raſh 
Interpreters and Violators of the Word of God, his 
Power, and good Pleaſure, ſhall be puniſhed at the 
« Difcretion of their Biſhops.” | 


tract, was made in the fourth Seſſion or Setting (ce- 
lebrated the 8th day of April 1546, ) of the Thrice 
Holy, Oecumenick, and General Council of Trent, 


Day of the Month December, and in the Year of our 
Lonp 1545. It is intitled, © A Decree about the Edi- 
« tion and Uſe of the Sacred ä 

the 


1 bay FY as om ts OY 


The Decree from which I have made the above Ex- - 


begun under PA III. Biſhop of Rome, on the 13h 


1 * 1 
the ſame time to be equally fallible with 
them. Humanum eft errare. If this is 4 


proper Motto fot Mankind at large, (with- | 


out excepting either any Individuals, or any 


Bodies of Men,) we ought chearfully to 


unite, in every attempt to free the conſcien- 
ces of Chriſtians, from a ſervile ſubjection, 
in matters of Religion, to the Jadgment 
and Authority of fallible Men. 


But the Uſurpation of that Authority 
which belongs to Chriſt, and to him alone, 


is equally the Object of my deteſtation, 


whether exerciſed by Popes, by Prelates, 


by Preſbyters ; in the Conclave at Rome, in 


a general Council, in an Houſe of Convo- 
cation, or in a general Aſſembly; or when 


more unnaturally transfer ed to the Civil 


Magiſtrate. 


The Principles concerning the ſole Au- 


thority of Chriſt, advanced in the remaining 


ſentences of the third Reaſon, are truly ex- 
cellent in themſelves; but are at the ſame 
time powerful motives to apply for relief, 
from Subſeription to Creeds of human com- 
a inforced by penal ſanctions; and 

therefore, 


C 26. portance. 


1 


therefore, in my opinion, moſt ſtrangely 
„ miſapplied, in ſupport of an oppoſition to 
the cauſe in which we are engaged. 


We now proceed to the fourth Reaſon. 


IV. Becauſe it appears to us, that, as 


Mobs Application now propoſed is, in ſome 


« Reſpects, different from that to which 
te the Concurrence of many of our Brethren 


„ in the Country has been ſolicited, their 


« Opinion ſhould be again taken; that all 


” the Country Miniſters ſhould be conſul- 


* ted, before a ſecond Application to Par- 
c 1jament be determined; and that, as the 


© Diflenting Laity, a numerous and re- 
te ſpeQtable Body ! who are materially con- 


c cerned in the State of the Toleration Act, 


« have not been univerſally, nor even gene- 
« rally adviſed with; they, with whom the 


. «« Miniſters are eſſentially connected, ſhould 


« have an Opportunity of declaring their 


* Sentiments, before any Steps of Moment 
„ are taken, in an Affair of ſo great Im- 


We have been told indeed, 
* that theſe Gentlemen, the Deputies, have 


been conſulted, and approved the late 


« Application; 
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« Application; but while We view that 
« Body with all due Reſpect, We muſt 
« avow it as our Opinion, that they are not 
« to be conſidered as the Repreſentatives of 
« all the Diſſenters throughout the King- 
« dom; no, not even of all the London 
« Diſſenters themſelves ; and indeed, if 
« they were the Repreſentatives of the 
« Whole, they could only, agreeably to 
„ the declared Deſign of their Inſtitution, | 
* repreſent them in Civil Affairs.“ 


The ſamengſi of the Application with the 
former has before been objected ; the dif- 
ference between them is now urged as an 
equal Objection. So that whether it be the 
ſame, or whether it be different, be it of 
what kind or nature ſoever, while the en- 
largement of the Toleration, is the grand 
Object of it; in all caſes, and under all 
forms, it muſt be ſtrenuouſly oppoſed. But 
how does this difference, ſhew the expe- 
diency of a ſecond Conſultation with our 
Brethren in the Country, previouſly to the 


renewal of an Application? Is it credible, 


that thoſe who had expreſſed their approba- 
tion of the grand Object of the Bill, and 
their 
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their wiſhes, in the ſtrongeſt terms, that 
the Committee might purſue every ſtep, 
which could in the leaſt further its ſucceſs; 
is it credible, I ſay, that ſuch could diſap- 
prove the renewal of the Application, mere- 
ly on account of ſuch a difference, as no 
ways affected the main Object; — a diffe- 
rence which, as was apprehended, would ef- 
fectually obviate the ſcruples of ſome per- 
ſons, about joining in the Application ? 
Thoſe who ſo heartily wiſhed to ſee an 
entire unanimity in our Proceedings, could 
not but chearfully acquieſce in any varia- 
tion, in the conſtruction of the Bill, ſo fa- 
vourable to their wiſh. But this difference, 
urged as an objection by our proteſting 
Brethren, ſtrikes me in a very painful light. 
For, if I may be allowed to reaſon from 
Men's own publick repeated declarations, 
this very difference ought, at leaſt, to have 
reconciled ſome of the number, and united 
them in the Application. Some, account- 
ing it an ineſtimable privilege, that the 
Clerk of the Bench, at the Quarter-Seſ- 
fions, ſhould ſee them ſet their hands to 
the Articles, only wiſhed to have the li- 
berty of ſubſcribing left to them; and upon 

that 


„ 
that condition, profeſſed to have no ob- 
jection to others being excuſed 7%. Such 
perſons were therefore accommodated by the 
alternative propoſed. Others objected only 


to the Teſtimonial ; apprehending it might 


(% One way, however, and but one, as I think, 
© remains to heal the animoſities kindled, and to put 
c the matter in the moſt likely way for Succeſs; which, 
« if adopted, would, I am perficagod, reconcile every 


$ mind to it.“ 


Let the preſent mode of ——__ a8 dh 
$ by the Act of Toleration, remain in full force, for 
e the benefit of thoſe who chooſe to diſtinguiſh them- 
#* ſelves by their regard to the doctrinal Articles of the 
« Church of England.” 


« This cannot be the leaſt degree of hardſhip upon 
te the Rational Diſſenters, and may tend to prevent the 
5 diſagreeable and undecoming altercations which 
* otherwiſe may ariſe, This being done, let there be 
“ a petition to Legiſlature, that a clauſe may be added 
« to the Toleration Act, anſwerable to the tenour of 
e the prayer made for relief. This will be doing juf- 
b tice to every party.” Candid Thoughts on the late Ap 
plication, P. 24. by an OR THoDOX DISSENTER, alias, 
a PROTESTING BROTHER. Now one difference be- 
tween the firſt, and ſecond Application, objected to in 
the fourth Reaſon, is, that ſuch as chooſe to ſubſcribe 
the Articles are left at liberty to qualify according to 
the preſent Act of Toleration ; and the Declaration is 
ſubſtituted, for the relief of thoſe only, who cannot 
conſcientiouſly ſubſcribe them, 5 


7 


cond Application. The original objection did 


man, in the moſt extenſive exerciſe of that 
amiable and ornamental Virtue. Vet not- 
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be injurious to the religious Liberty of ſome 
Denominations of Chriſtians. , And one 
Gentleman in particular, with the moſt 
amiable appearance of Benevolence and Can- 
dour, (ſuch as drew upon him the higheſt 
encomiums, from the Friends of the Ap- 
plication,) declared, that, This was his 
« Difficulty. Here he was pinched. If 
* this could be got over, he ſhould heartily 
* rejoice.” * By theſe expreſſions we were 
led to expect his hearty concurrence in the ſe- 


indeed appear to us groundleſs ; » ſince the 
Teſtimonial, as it then ſtood, cauld not poſ- 
fibly have injured any. Proteſtant Diſſenting 
Miniſter, of a good Moral and Chriſtian 
Character ; and it does not appear to be an 
obligation of Chriſtian Charity, to ſacrifice 
a regard to Self-preſervation, in order to ſe- 
cure a retreat for Immorality, or Hypocri- 
fy. I am ſure it does not appear ſo to me; 
though I would willingly be ſecond to no 
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withſtanding ſuch were our apprehenſions, 
that Teſtimonial was fo altered, as to ro- 


* Reyerend Mr, BREWER, + | 
move 
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move all poſſibility of ſuſpicion, that it 
could ever operate thus contrary to the in- 
tention and wiſhes of us all. Vet ſtill the 
oppoſition is maintained, and this very al- 
teration, now converted into an objection to 
the ſecond Application. Thus have the 
grounds of the oppoſition been ſo often 
ſhifted, that no Baſis ſeems now to be left 
for it, but on ſuppoſition, that the liberty 
we deſire of preaching the Goſpel, without 
being ſubject to Fines and Impriſonment 
for Non-Subſctiption to human Creeds, is 
irrational in its nature, and would be too 
extenſive in its operation, 


It had been eaſy to have obtained the 

% Names of many Thouſands amongſt the 
** Diſſenting Laity throughout the King- 
% dom in Favour of this Bill, the Diſſent» 
« ing Congregations in general, are united 
* with their Miniſters in this Object, many 
* of the moſt eminent amongſt their Laity 
would willingly have joined in it. But it 
was judged to be a more reſpectful way 
of proceeding, humbly to ſubmit our 
** Cauſe to the Wiſdom and Equity of the 
fe Legiſlature, rather than to urge it by any 
6s N ambers, 


19 
« Numbors, beſide thoſe who are moſt im- 
« mediately and perſonally concerned.“ 


And it ſhould be remembered, that the 
nature of the Application is ſuch, that no 
poſſible injury can ariſe to the Diſſenting 
Laity from its ſucceſs ; though ſome conſi- 


derable advantages may accrue from it, 


both to them, and their poſterity. 


« The Deputies however were conſult 
© ed.“ They were ſo; but in the diſtinct 
capacity. of Agents and Repreſentatives in 
all Civil Affairs, of the ſeyeral Congrega- 
tions from which they were deputed. In 
this character they are known; and the 
Civil Privileges to which we are intitled, 
being inſeparably connected with the legal 
ſecurity of our religious Liberties, and con- 
ſequently in part the object of the Applica» 
tion, there was a peculiar propriety in _ 
FONCPITence, 


I am now led to take a political view of 
the Application, as ſtated in your fifth 
Reaſon, | * 
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V. Becauſe in our View, an Applica- 
n tion, eſpetially ** a renewed” Application 
10 to Parliament, ſuppoſes a Diſtruſt of Go- 
« yernment : Whereas, We chearfully take 
1 this Opportunity of declaring, that, as 
i our Predeceffors, our Brethren, and our- 
« ſelves, have, ever ſince the never-to-be- 
forgotten Revolution, effected, undet 
% Providence, by that illuſtrious Hero, the 
Great King William; and fince, the no 
1 leſs providential, happy Acceſſion of the 
* Brinſwitk Line, to the Throne of the 
0% Britiſb Empire, enjoyed that moſt valua- 
* ble Bleſſing, Religious Liberty, to a De- 
« gree unknown before thoſe Periods; WE 
© have not the leaſt Reaſon to Fear, that 
*« ſo ſacred a Privilege will be intetrupted.” 


Here I muſt own, it is extremely diffi= 
cult to ſuppreſs thoſe emotions, which na» 
turally ariſe from ſuch a gtouridleſs im- 
peachment of the Loyalty of the Friends 
of the Application. Though I never with 
to ſee any other ſword wielded in the cauſe 
of Chriſtianity, than that of the Spirit, 
which is the Word of God; yet if any of 
thoſe Emergencies ſhould ariſe, (may a gra- 

E | cious 
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cious. Providence prevent them ). which 
have heretofore endangered the Proteſtant 
Succeſſion, and rouſed men of all ranks 
and profeſſions into arms; I truſt I ſhould 
not be wanting either in Loyalty, or in 
Courage, to draw a Sword in defence of my 
Sovereign, and in the cauſe of my Country. 
And I firmly believe the ſame of all my 
Brethren. The Diſſenters have ever ſtoad 
forth with an unſhaken firmneſs, in de- 
fence of the ſettlement of the Crown, of 
theſe Kingdoms, in the Houſe of Ha- 
nover *, They have been always Friends 
to Liberty and to Law. It is indeed a pain- 
ful conſideration, that the conditions of the 
T oleration Act, ſhould in any degree limit 
our obedience to Law. In all caſes, where 
the claims of the Civil Magiſtrate are kept 
diſtin, from thoſe. which are the Preroga- 
tive of Him, who is the only Lord of Con: 
ſcience, we are inflexibly, unreſervedly, and 
moſt chearfully obedient to Law. Where 
thoſe claims interfere, our Conſcienees 


See the Facts in proof df this aſlertion, very fairly 
and fully ſtated, in Doctor WIIIIANIS's ſerious and 


xarneſt a to. dale — the late Applica - 
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directed by the-principles of our Religion, 
conſtrain us to obey God rather than Men. 
But even under theſe circumſtances, we 
make our Difficulties known, and pray the 
Legiſlature ſo to model the conditions of: 
our Toleration, that our obedience to the 
Law, as well as our Loyalty, may be com- 
pleat and entire, 


So far was a diſtruſt of Government from 
having the leaſt influence on our conduct, 
that we were particularly encouraged to the 
Attempt, from an apprehenſion, that Admi- 
niſtration were diſpoſed to favour our cauſe. 
This was laid as the very ground of all 
our hopes. Indeed it would have been little 
leſs than madneſs, to have made - ſuch an 
Application to a cruel and tyrannical Go- 
vernment. It was ſurely paying the higheſt 
Compliment to the Clemency, as well as 
Equity of the whole Legiſlative Body, to 
indulge the pleaſing hope that they would 
enlarge the Toleration, and render it, more 
compleat, than the temper of the Times in 
any preceding Period would admit. | 
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Let us however examine the foree of 
your reaſoning, in reference to ſome other 
and ſimilat caſes. Can you really imagine, 
that when our Fore-fathers applied for 
the Toleration Act, it was becauſe they 
diſtruſted the Mercy and Moderation of our 
Great Deliverer, King William; that He- 
roick, and Inflexible Patron of the Civil 
and Religious rights of mankind? It was, 
on the contrary, the thorough conviction 
that under him, they might obtain a legal 
and perpetual ſecurity of their deareſt rights, 
which prompted them ſo early to apply for 
an Act of Parliament in their favour. Vet 
ſurely they were equally liable to the im- 
putation of diſtruſt with ourſelves. Allow 
me to put another queſtion, which will 
come yet cloſer. What was the language 
of your own qualification under the Tole- 
ration At? Did you mean to expreſs any 
diſtruſt of Government, by ſubſcribing in 
order to exempt yourſelves from the penal- 
ties againſt Non-conformity ? Some of 
you qualified under the Reign of his late 
Majeſty King George the Second, But could 
you diſtruſt a Prince, who approved him- 
ſelf through a long and glorious Reign, the 

Father 
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Father of his Subjects, and the Guardian 
of all their rights? If you could, I might 
ſurely brand you, as having been diſaffected 
Subjects to one of the beſt of Kings. Or 
could you call in queſtion, the friendly diſ- 
poſition of the renowned names of Caven- 
diſh and Pelham? If you did not, we are 
no more liable to the charge of diſtruſting 
Government by our preſent Application, 
than you were by taking refuge under the 
Toleration Act in thoſe days. And as for 
thoſe who have qualified ſince the acceſſion 
of our preſent moſt gracious Sovereign, to 
the Throne of theſe Kingdoms, they are 
exactly in the ſame predicament with us. 
To make your argument apply to the 
Friends of the Application, you ought not 
to have qualified at all; but as deteſting the 
jealous ſpirit of the Conſtitution, and of 
your Countrymen, (who love to have Law 
as the baſis of their Liberty, ) have rather 


continued in à ſtate of legal ſubjec- 


tion to the ſevereſt penalties, to teſtify 
your generous confidence in the ſpirit of 
Government, and your entire reſignation of 
your deareſt rights, to the diſcretion and 
pleaſure of thoſe in Authority. 
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Nor can there be any poſſible weight in 
the inference you have drawn from this Ap- 
plication, unleſs the power of profecution 
upon the penal Laws, was veſted ſolely in 
the Crown. Whereas every Informer, 
tempted by the bait held out to his poverty, 
His avarice, or his malice, has it in his 
power to put theſe Laws in execution. And 
'what relief then does the mercy of the 
Prince, or the Spirit of Government afford ? 
As theſe Laws now ſtand, it can neither ſtop 
the Proſecution, nor remit the Penalty. 
Nothing more could be expected in ſuch a 
caſe, than that Humanity would thed D 
Tear over its own impotence. * 


4 


| "Surely then, under theſe circumſtances, 
our Application cannot be juſtly chargeable 
with a diſtruſt of Government. Such Diſ- 
truſt, and a deſire of legal ſecurity, are by 
no means ſynonymous terms. And though 
Government, under the preſent happy eſ- 
. tabliſhment in the Houſe of Hanover, has 
never countenanced perſecution ; we have 
notwithſtanding held our Liberties only by 
connivance; which can never be conſidered 
n kant: 10 nn, 


= 2. 
as: equivalent to a full enjoyment of them 
or to that legal ſecurity to which every g 
Subject is entitled 77%. Such a ſtate; in the 
words of an eloquent Senator *, ii ig only 
<//the relaxation ef * not « definition 
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| Thoſe who are experimentally unac- 
quainted Withi a ſtate of connivance; ire in- 
competent judges of the influence it has on 
the mind. In your on caſe perhaps, or that 
of your Friends, the lenity of the Govern- 
ment, and the ſpirit of the Times, would 
no longer be conſidered as arguments for 
your entire ſatisfaction and contentment. 
They would, I believe, loſe much of their 
force, and poſſibly vaniſh in your apprehen- 
ſion, into no ſecurity at all. However, as 
ſtrangers to ſuch a ſtate of connivance, you 
are certainly not the beſt qualified to . 
nounce a Cer 128 it. : 1 
e on mier 
* 0 See the Ae between . and To- 


leration, more particularly conſidered, in the ſeventh 
Section of Dr. Fux xRAUx's Eſſay on Toleration. 


* Epuuxp BURKE, Eſq. 
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But after all, is it impoſſible, that 8 
Party ſhould ever ariſe of avowed Enemies 
to Liberty of Conſcience ? Is the Oppo» 
ſition that is now made to full ſecurity. for 
ſuch Liberty, even by a few among our - 
{clves, and by more of a different perſua- 
ſion, a preſumption that it is not poſſible? 

On the whole, whatever is fit and rear 
ſonable in its own nature, ſhould be legal 
too. In a well-regulated State, nothing 
ſhould be left puniſhable, which cannot be 
puniſhed without the moſt notorious viola- 
tion. of juſtice, equity, and. humanity. 
What we hope to obtain, is, to have our Li- 
berty ſtand upon the firm baſis of Law. 
The language of the Application, is, Let 
« us either ſuffer by Law, or be ſecure by 
* Law;” or in other words, „If we are 
& bad * puniſh us; if good ones, 
protect us.” It is the glory of a State to 
exerciſe no Connivance. ( Cannivance 
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0) Agreeably to what I have above advanced, a very 

learned and i ingenious Writer thus expreſſes himſelf, 
* SOLON is recorded to have ſaid, that he had ac- 
9 compliſhed his ſyſtem of Laws, by coupling juſte 
« together 


11 
always argues either want of power in 
the Legiſlature, or ſomething materially 
defective in the Laws themſelves, which 


renders their execution unjuſt and impoli- 
 - - hh 


84 
No Friend to his King and Country 
would ever wiſh to ſee a diſpenſing power 
exerciſed in our favour ; — a power diame- 
trically oppoſite to the firſt principles of our 
moſt excellent Conſtitution — a power 
which, when exerciſed, was, and always 
will be productive of the moſt dreadful 
evils in theſe Kingdoms. And yet in caſe of 
Proſecution upon theſe penal Statutes, they 
muſt either be diſpenſed with, or that 
mercy reſident in the breaſt of the Prince 


« together with ſtrength ; by which he meant to im- 
« ply, that the legiſlative power would be of little 
« avail without the aſſociated and effectual exertion of 
te the executive: This Idea may be extended; and 
« one may aſſert without the imputation either of 
ce cruelty or preſumption, that the firict execution of every 


*© unrepealed law is the part both of wiſdom and of mercy.” 


See Principles of Penal Law, Chap. xxvii. by 
W. Even Eſquire, Under Secretary of State in the 
Northern Department. 
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towards all his Ae will be, Rigs, in 
its exerciſe. 69 Asllir e 1 al 
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80 that in A conſiſtency with even a 
repeated Application to the Legiſlature, 
« we can moſt heartily join in the loyal de- 

4 claration of our proteſting Brethren, with 
Tt this addition only, that whereas they are 


- = It has indeed deen aſſerted, (among other Rea- 
fons ageinſt the Application,) in a papet printed by a 
Aſſociation, of Perſons at the New-York Coffee Houſe, 
that, „It reflects Diſhonour on his Majeſty, and the 
&« preſent mild an happy Adminiſtration, under which, 
„ every Proteſtant Diſſenter is n from all Pro- 
* ſecution on a religious Account.“ But this aſſer- 
tion is grounded upon an entire Ignorance of the ſtate 
of the penal Laws. A Proteſtant Diſſenting Miniſter 
who has not qualified under the Toleration Act, nei- 
tber is, nor can be protected by the Crown, in. caſe of 
a Proſecution commenced againſt him. In ſome caſes 
it ĩs expreſiy provided, that no ſuch Protection ſhall be 
allowed; in; others the Conviction is perfectly ſum- 
mary and the Informer having a legal property in 
the pecuniary Penalty, it cannot be rem itte. 
I ſhould not have taken any notice of thoſe Reaſons, 
(which ſufficiently confute themſelves,) if it had not 
been to rectify ſo capital a miſtake of an important 
Fact. Though their great coincidence in various re- 
Ipeas, with thoſe, I have taken under conſideration, 
ſeems to render an occaſional glance at them almoſt un- 
avoidable, 
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te perſuaded, the Brutfwict Ling wilt er 


interrupt religious Liberty; we perſuade 


« ourſelves they will do more, they wal 
es pa er 1 2301577 


Your arch Objeation; 18, 

VI. % Becauſe we conceive a © renewed" 
Application to Parliament, when the firſt 
„ was attended to by ſo ſmall a Part of the 
«<< Houſe of Commons, and rejected by ſo 
« diſtinguiſhed a Majority in the Houſe of 
Lords, may be conſidered as indecent 
* and diſreſpectful, and is not likely to 
<4 meet with Succeſs, . eſpecially after the 
«« Liberties taken in ſome late Publications, 
«© at which we cannot but exprels our 


u Concern.“ 


It is not, I believe, commonly ne 
that one denial of a Requeſt, if that Re- 
queſt be juſt and reaſonable in its own na- 
ture, is a ſufficient reaſon why it ſhould 
not be repeated. As an indiſpoſttion to grant 


it may ariſe from very different cauſes, fo it 


is often found, that a renewed ſolicitation, 


by bringing the Object under - more mature 


5 COn— 


1 

conſideration, happily prevails over all for- 

mer objections. And indeed he who can 

too eaſily acquieſce in a denial, in what he 
thinks a plain caſe; if he does not render 

his ſincerity queſtionable, at leaſt lays him - 

ſelf open to the ſuſpicion, that he was not 

very much in earneſt in his Requeſt, A 
renewed Application was in our cafe a tri- 
bute of Honour and Gratitude, due to the 
Advocates for our cauſe. It was an addi- 
tional recommendation of the merits of the 
queſtion, that it had the ſanction of many 
who are not more diſtinguiſhed for their 
Rank, or the places they fill, than for 
their great Abilities, as Senators, or Stateſ- 
men. i 


However ſmall a part of the Houſe of 
Commons intereſted themſelves in the for- 
mer Application, compared with the num- 
ber of thoſe who haye a ſeat in that Houſe; 
the Majority of the Members preſent, was 
greatly in our favour, And the more rea- 
ſonable and accurate way of judging, af 
the comparative intereſt we had in that 
Houſe, is, to ſtate the proportion which 
the Friends of the Bill bore, to thoſe who 
were. 
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were againſt itz For our Opponents have 
ſurely, no greater claim to thoſe who were 
Neutral than ourſelves. If the abſent 
Members had had any material objections 
to the Bill, it cannot be ſuppoſed they 
would have deſerted their Seats upon this 
occaſion z eſpecially when there is great 
reaſon to apprehend, the Gentlemen in op- 
poſition to the Bill, exerted their utmoſt 
influence to colle& all the ſtrength they 
could. And how few could be perſuaded 
to oppoſe the Application, I truſt the faith- 
ful pen of Hiſtory, will declare. It ſhould 
likewiſe be obſerved, that ſo far were our 
Friends from contenting themſelves with 
giving filent votes, that animated by their 
perſuaſion of the goodneſs of the cauſe in 
which they were engaged, they entered 
with ſpirit into the merits of the queſtion z 
and the doctrine of Toleration was ſtated 
with ſuch perſpicuity, and pleaded by 
them, with ſuch an energy and force of 
argument, and ſuch perſuaſive powers of 
eloquence, as loudly proclaimed both the 
reaſonableneſs of the Application, and the 
great abilities of its Patrons, 


If 


E! 

If it was, as you ſay, rejected by fo dif- 
tinguiſhed a Majority in the Houſe of 
Lords; you will give me leave to fay alſo, 
that it was patronized by an equally diſtin- 
guiſhed Minority. We cannot forbear with 
pleaſure to reflect, upon the ſignal exertion 
of the greateſt Talents in it's favour, by 
ſome of the moſt reſpectable Members of 
that Houſe. The mention of their names, 
will teſtify to Poſterity, that it was not an 
ignominious defeat. If the triumph of 
numbers was on one ſide, there is reaſon 
to believe, the triumph of Argument and 
Eloquence was on the other. 1 


And when it is conſidered, that the Queſ- 
tion was of ſuch a nature, that many might 
chuſe to follow the opinion of thoſe, who 
from their Character and Profeſſion might 
be ſuppoſed better to underſtand, and from 
their Situation to be more immediately in- 
tereſted in an Application relative to reli- 
gious Liberty; we may eaſily account for a 
Majdrity againſt the Bill. We ſhould like- 
wiſe remember, the Peers of the Realm 
move in ſo exalted a Sphere, that they can 
know but little themſelves, of Men who 
= arc 
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are far below the diſtinctions of worldly 
Grandeur; and might therefore, through 
the medium of repreſentation, have con- 
ceived very different notions of - our Profe 
ſion and . from what = —_ 
es | 
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It might therefore fairly be preſiined; 
that when our cauſe had been ſo ably 
pleaded, they might upon tefleRtion ſee rea- 
ſon to alter their opinions, and in caſe of 4 
renewed Application, declare in our favour; 
upon the fulleſt conviction, that all appre- 
henſions of danger, either to Church" or 
State, from complying with our 1 
were totally groundleſs. | 


ay for the Liberties which PER cuppa) 
have been taken, by any of the Friends of 
the Application, . in their Writings upon 
this Subject; they amount to nothing 
more, than expreſſions either of laudable 
zeal for Religious Liberty, or of juſt indig- 
nation againſt all undue influence, - to the 
prejudice of it; which ſurely can never be 
ſeverely cenſured by thoſe who are not them- 


| adds cool | in their regards to its intereſts. 


However 


\ 
* 
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However the language of Individuals, ſup= 
poſing it to be in any reſpe& cenſurable, is 


not.to be imputed to all the Friends of the 
Application. | 


And after tl, the certainty of ſueceſs at 
preſent, is not, I conceive, abſolutely re- 


quilite to juſtify a repeated Application. 
Do the wiſeſt of men act upon this principle 


in the common purſuits of life? Whenever 
the time ſhall come, (and I truſt it will 
come ſooner or later) that an equal and 
impartial Toleration ſhall take place in theſe - 
Kingdoms, the preſent Application, I am 
perſuaded, will not only be remembered, 
but the influence of it powerfully felt in for- 
warding the ſucceſs of ſuch a deſign. It 
will be remembered too, that it was not 
owing to the inpropriety of any formet 
Application, but to other, to very different 
cauſes, that it then failed of ſucceſs. 


Let us now proceed to the conſideration 
of the laſt Reaſan aſſigned for the Oppoſi- 
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VII. Becauſe we ed a. a “ renewed ” 
« « Application to Parliament will become 
7 « the 
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% the Oceaſion of Diſſention and Animoſity 
* among Brethren, amidſt whom We wiſh 
« the Continuance of the moſt ' cordial 
« Harmony ; and of weakening, if not diſ- 
« ſolving, that pleaſing Union, which has, 
„now, for many Years, happily ſubſiſted, 
= between the Eſtabliſned Church, and 
« thoſe who think themſelves bound in 
« Duty to difſent from it, While our 
© Conſciences oblige us to continue the 
66 Separation, it is our moſt ſincere Deſire, 
e and ſhall be our unwearied EidetVour, 
« that ſuch Separation may be of ho greater 
« Extent than is abſolutely neceflaty; and, 

« that it may be maintained with a Spirit 
te of genuine Charity towards thoſe from 
00 whom,” a Regard for what We appre- 


It « hend to be the Will of Cnnkisr, con- 

ot " ſtrains us to ſeparate,” 

et | 

nt The printing and diſperſing of theſe Rea- 

- ſons againſt the Application, do indeed af- 

ford a melancholy proof, that ſome have 

on taken 'occafion from the Application, to 

ſi- ſow with great induſtty the feeds of diſcord 
and animoſity among Brethren. This does 
not, in my opinion, correſpond with a 

ov | F wiſh 

me 


the 
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with for the continuance of the moſt cordial 
harmony among us. For ſurely there is no 
great appearance of brotherly love, in at- 
tempting to fruſtrate the deſign of your Bre- 
thren, to obtain a legal ſecurity from Fines and 
Impriſonment for conſeience ſake. True 
Friendſhip would lead us all to ſeek, and 
rejoice in the proſperity of each other; and 
generouſly exert itſelf. for the removal of an 
impending evil from any of us. 

" One muſt ſurely call in queſtion the ſin- 
cerity of all former profeſſions of Friend- 
ſhip, if it can be diflolved by your taking 
offence, at a regard to the ſecurity: of our 
perſons-; and property; or can alone be main- 
tained upon the condition, that we ſhall be 
contented to remain in a legal ſubjection 
to the penal Statutes. Such a view, of the 
Bond of Union among Brethren, is a per- 
fect contraſt to all the definitions given of 
Friendſhip, or of Brotherly Love, by ancient 
and modern writers; and is equally repug- 
nant to the feelings! of every heart, that is 
warmed with that generous principle. So 


far would a Man be from wiſhing: to ſee 
the 


BIO 3 Sw” 
the ſword hang over the head of his F riend; 
that he would rather ſay upon diſcovering 
the uplifted arm 
Me Mp fm in me convertite ferrum: 
Vire. Eneid. Lib. ix. v. 427; 


Or if deſtitute of ſuch generous ardours, 
yet where no danger could ariſe to himſelf, 
the feebleſt and moſt languid operation of 
Friendſhip, would dictate a fervent inter- 
ceſſion for an endangered Friend, or at leaſt 
a cordial Amen to the prayer he preſented 
on his own behalf, 


However notwithſtanding the Applica- 
tion has been, or may be thus accidentally 
the occaſion of diſcord and animoſity ; this 
effect is moſt unjuſtly charged upon the 
Applicatlon itſelf, as if it had any natural 
tendency to produte ſuch unhappy conſe- 
quences. For the ultimate defign of it, 
was to procute eaſe ahd ſecurity to thofe 
who could not qualify under the Toleration 
Act, without the moſt remote tendency to 
injure the condition of others, who were 
legally tolerated before. The principles 
therefore upon which you reaſon, ſeem 

to me preciſely of the fame nature, with 
F 2 thoſe 
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thoſe which have been adopted and urged 
by the enemies of Revelation, againſt- the 
holy and benevolent religion of Jeſus. , Our 
divine Maſter himſelf declared to his diſ- 
ciples, “that he came not to ſend peace 
« but a ſword; for I am come (ſaid he) 
“to ſet a man at variance againſt his Fa- 
« ther, and a Daughter againſt her Mo- 
ther, and the Daughter in Law againſt 
„ her Mother in Law.” * This declaration 
has been perverted, to repreſent the nature of 
Chriſtianity as unfriendly to the peace of 
eivil ſociety ; and there would certainly be 
fome propriety in the concluſion, according 
to the reaſoning you have made uſe of on 
the preſent occaſion. But the injuſtice of 
the charge appears, from conſidering, that 
our Lord did not therein deſcribe, the ge- 

nuine tendency of his Religion, which was 
to eſtabliſh peace on earth, and good will. to 
men; but ſpoke merely of thoſe effects 
which would ariſe, from the oppoſition 
made to it by the paſſions and prejudices of 
the unbelieving World. While therefore 
the bitter and cruel perſecutions witeh his 


0 Mat. x. 34, 38. 1 
diſciples 


c 
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diſciples endured, not only from the ruling- 
powers, but from thoſe who were moſt 
cloſely connected in the ties of nature and 
blood, verified his prophetic repreſentation 
of its accidental conſequences ; his amiable 
example, his atoning death, together with 
his numerous precepts of univerſal love and 
charity, did at the ſame time equally teſ- 
tify the den and pacific * of his 
Religion. 


It appears to me to be paying no very 
high compliment to the Miniſters or Mem- 
bers of the eſtabliſhed Church, to ſuppoſe 
that this Application ſhould | any ways tend 
to weaken, if not diſſolve that pleaſing 
union, which now ſubſiſts between them, 
and us. | Shall we confider them as inca- 
pable of uniting in affection with Diſſenters, 
unleſs they view them as in a ſtate of 
connivance ? Will the legal Toleration of 
their- Diſſenting Brethren, with whom 
many of them have heretofore candidly 
cultivated a friendly Intetcourſe, neceffarily 
break afunder the bands of union ? Did 
the preſent Toleration Act produce ſuch ef- 
fects? Surely not. Nor is any further ſe- 

1 paration 
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paration from the Church implied in this 
Application. The ſucceſs of it would pro- 
duce no alteration in our principles, but 
merely in our legal condition. For my 
own part, I ſhould think it would mutually 
operate, to the ſtrengthening and even in- 
creaſing that degree of F riendſhip which 
now ſubſiſts between us. As far as our. 
Brethren of the Eſtabliſhmeat, are diſpoſed 
to a friendly intercourſe with us, their cre- 
dit would ſurely be leſs endangered by 
maintaining it with perſons legally tole- 


rated, than with ſuch as are merely con- 


; ni at. For mere connivance ſeems to 
imply, that we are unworthy of the protec- 
tion of the State ; from whence it might 
be inferred, that we were unworthy too of 


the Friendſhip of good men. Indeed, F 


have too high an Idea of the humanity and 
benevolence of the Clergy in general, to 
imagine that our obtaining a legal ſecurity, 
could be conſidered by them as a diſagree- 
able object, or prove t the occaſion of weak- 
ening, or diſſolving the Friendſhip ſubliſting 
between us. Tt would be a ſtrange abuſe 
of language to call that man a Friend, wha 
ſhould regret, that every mercileſs Bigot in 

the 
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che Kingdom, had it not in his power to 
drag down the vengeance of the penal Laws 
upon our heads, at his pleaſure. et this 
mult; be the temper and language of him, 
who.grows: cool in his friendly regards to 
us, on account of our repeated Application, 
for an exemption by Law, from Fines and 
Impriſonment for conſcience fake..: 


— 


On the other hand, I am perſuaded the 
leſs diſpoſition we ſee in the members of 
the Eſtabliſhment, to continue any hard- 
ſhips on thoſe who ſeparate from her com- 
munion, the more highly will fuch per- 
ſons eſteem, and the more cordially will 
they love them. 


And is your inſinuation juſt, that by thus 
applying for legal ſecurity, we carry our 
ſeparation to a ** greater extent, than s ab- 
*« ſolutely neceſſary? Lou yourſelves allow, 
- that ſo far as conſcience. is concerned, the 
ſeparation is abſolutely neceſſary. But the 
conſciences of our proteſting Brethren, are 
to be the ſtandard, by which ours are to be 
meaſured ; or elſe we carry the ſeparation, 
it ſeems, to a greater extent than is neceſ+ 


F 4 ary, 
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fary. God forbid'that either of theſe ſhould 
be the cafe! If our conſciences are more 
ſcrupulous than yours, about complying 
with the terms of the preſent Toleration 
Act; I hope the rights of our conſciences, 
are ſtill as ſacred, as thoſe of yours. Sup- 
poſing, but not granting, that our Applica- 
tion implied our further ſeparation from the 
Church of England — if the ſame language 
was addrefſed to you by the members of 
that Church, to reſtrain your ſeparation 
from the Church of Rome, within the ſame 
limit with their's; which you have ad- 
dreſſed to us, to reſtrain our ſeparation 
from the Church of England, within the 
ſame limit with your's; what anſwer would 
you return to them, but that which I have 
now made to you? Forte 


Again, how is the maintenafice of a 
„ ſpirit of genuine charity towards thoſe, 
„from whom a regard for what we ap- 
„ prebend to be the will of Chriſt con- 
be ſtrains us to ſeparate,” interrupted on 
our part any more than on yours? Out of 
regard to that Will, you cannot conform. 
For the ſame reaſon we cannot gizalify. It 
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is the firſt time I have learnt, that it was 
eſſential to a ſpirit of genuine Charity, to 
ſubmit to a claim from any Quarter, of 
lording it over the conſcĩences of Chriſtians. 
However J have the ſatisfaction to reflect, 


that our godly and learned Fore-fathers 


(whoſe memory it ſeems I more highly 
value than yourſelves,) were guilty of many 
ſuch breaches of Charity (if they muſt be 
ſo called,) in fimilar caſes. 


Upon the whole, it is “my moſt ſincere 
« defire, and ſhall be my unwearied en- 
„ deavour, ' that my ſeparation from the 
« Church of England, be of no greater ex- 
« tent than is abſolutely neceſſary; and 
e that it may be maintained with a ſpirit 
of genuine Charity towards thoſe, from 
« whom a regard for what J apprehend to 
© be the will of Chriſt, conſtrains me to 


« ſeparate,” But then I am by a regard to 


the ſame Will of Chriſt, conſtrained to 


pray, that I may be releaſed from an obli- 
gation to ſubſcribe human explanatory Arti- 


cles of his Doctrine, as a condition of 
Chriſtian Liberty. 


Thus 
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Thus have I gone through the examina» 
tion of the Reaſons you have aſſigned 
againſt the Application; (n and fully con- 


ſidered that Proteſt, which if the opinion of 


a zealous Patron of - the Oppoſition be 
juſtly founded, ** will do the Penners of it 
* immortal honour,” Whether it be 
Juſtly founded, the Reader may now Judge. 


There is another Obferratn I would 
make, which I think of ſome conſequence, 
You oppoſed the Application. in ,general, 
without any diſtinction of the different ob- 
jects it had in view; your declared objec- 
tions, reſpect only the removal of the ſub- 
{ſcription required of | Proteſtant Diſſenting 
Miniſters ; without any reference to that 
part of the Bill which related to the rer 
lief of TuTors and SCHOOLMASTERS. 


(m) I would wiſh it to be remembered, that this 
Apology is by no means deſigned, as 2 Vindication of 
the Application in any other views of it, than ſo far as 
the Reaſons of the proteſting Brethren led me to con- 
ſider it. For a more general and extenſive view of the 
Subject, I refer the Reader to Dr, Kippis's excellent 
Vindication, which ſtill appears to me to be an unan- 
ſwerable Pamphlet, 


If 
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If you believe the latter to be an object of 
importance, though your ſilence on this 
article is very accountable; yet your ge- 
neral Oppoſition is equally unaccount- 
able. 


Several of the perſons, whoſe names are 
ſubſcribed to the Reaſons I have been con- 
ſidering, are, it is well known, zealouſly 
attached to a national Eſtabliſhment, though 
of a different nature from that of the 
Church of England. It is not unnatural to 
ſuppoſe, that ſuch perſons might be more 
influenced by a predilection for the prin- 
ciples of their education, in favour of Eſta- 
bliſhments in general ; than even by an at- 
tention to thoſe principles of religious Li- 
berty, which muſt lie at the foundation of 
Diſſent from any Eſtabliſhment. I in- 
tend not the leaſt reflection upon any 
who are concerned in this Remark, for 
their attachment to an Eſtabliſhment ; but 
only to point out what appears to be an 
impropriety in their preſent conduct, re- 
ſulting in great meaſure perhaps from that 
e believe it is not a groundleſs 

| predurpags, 
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preſumption, that ſome of them very lately . 
had not themſelves ſubſcribed the Articles 


though from a general idea of their con- 
formity to the Scotch Confeſſion, they ap- 
prove them; and therefore, would find no 
difficulty in ſubſcribing them. But ſurely 
their conduct in point of conſiſtency and 
propriety would have ſuffered nothing upon 


this occaſion, if their Subſcription had 


taken place of their Oppoſition. It may 


not be improper to confider, that a com 
pliance with the requiſition of the Kirk of 
Scotland, protects them only under the 
wings of their own Eſtabliſhment; but 


does not at all ſecure them from the pe- 


nalties of the Law, in officiating as Mi- 
niſters of Diſſenting nee in 1 * 


land. 


Let us now take a view of the Reaſons in 

their connection with each other; and ſee 
to what they all amount, Shall I do them 
any injuſtice, if I repreſent them i in the fol- 
lowing language ? FR 
« We entirely acquieſce in the preſent 

ce ſtate and condition of the Diſſenters, 
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under the Act of Toleration. As to 


any propoſed alterations, we neither 


want them for ourſelves, nor wiſh them 
for others. As to thoſe of our Brethren 
who ſcruple to qualify under that Act, 


and Tutors and Schoolmaſters who ate 


not in full conformity to the Chutch of 
England, let them remain unrelieved, 
unpitied, in ſubjection to the penalties 
incurred by their non- compliance with 


the requiſition of Law. If they apply 
for relief, impelled thereto by a religious 


regard to the authority and honour of 
Jesus CuRIsr, the great Head of the 
Church by that reverence which they 


owe to the dictates of their conſciences 


— by an affectionate concern for the 
good of mankind at large, and of the 
riſing Generation in particular — and by 
the regard which Nature dictates to the 
preſervation of their own perſons and 
properties — however laudable their mo- 


tives are, we will oppoſe them, we will 


fruſtrate, if poſſible, their deſign. W 
will purſue them, without mercy and 
without diſtinction. We will invite 
every ignorant Zealot, every furious 

| ige 
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% Bigot to reproach them as Hereticks and 
% Infidels. If they deny the charge, and 
& appeal to their daily Converſation, to 
t their Preaching, or to theic Writings, 
& we will give them no credit. We will 
&« hold them up to the view of the World 
*« as perſons who deſerve none; We will 
* . moreover brand them as diſaffected, dif. 
* loyal to their King and Country, as 
*& Diſtucbers of the State, if not Ene- 
«* mies to the common ”_ of Man“ 


4% kind;” 


But if this is the language of your Pro- 
teſt, let me aſk, Is it the language of Chriſ- 
tianity ? Is it the language of Humanity ? 
If it be not the latter, it cannot be the for- 
mer. It is a maxim, in my Creed at leaſt; 
that the principles of ſound Divinity, can 
never be at variance with the obligations 
of Humanity. How confiſtent upon fur- 
ther reflection, you may apprehend your 
own conduct to be, with your being, affers 
tors of rational Liberty, I cannot take 
upon me to determine, Indeed I do 
not underſtand the import of that term; 
when contraſted with the object of our 

7 purſuit, 
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purſuit. But whatever be it's meaning, 
or however injurious -your repreſentation 
of our conduct or principles may be; I 
ean bear the aſperſion with perfect com- 
poſure, while I have the Bible in my 
hands, and read the command of our 
Lord, to call no man Maſter on Earth — 
while I heat an Apoſtle exhorting, to ſtand 
faſt in that Liberty, (however irrational it 
may be deemed,) wherewith Chriſt has 
made us free. And tho' I ſhould riſk more 
than your cenſure ; — tho I ſhould riſ my 
reputation, property, or perſon, in ſupport- 
ing the intereſt of religious Liberty ; I truſt, 
this would not move me, while I am per- 
ſuaded it is the cauſe of Chriſt, and the 
cauſe of God. 


Upon the Whole, I apprehend that your 
Oppoſition has acquired all its ſtrength from 
a. miſrepreſentation, or miſapprehenſion of 


the true nature, and real objects of the Ap- 


plication. Solicitous of ſecuring the moſt 
perfect harmony, we ſet out upon the 


common principle of Diſſenters, as ſuch. 


Whereas You have choſen to hold up a par- 
tial view of the Application, and to: repre- 
| ſent 


= 
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ſent it as ſolely intended to expreſs a diſap- 
probation of certain Doctrines of the Arti- 
cles, in order to alarm the fears, and ob- 
ſtruct the concurrence of ſuch perſons, as 
are zealous for thoſe: controverted Doctrines 
— a likely means, in my opinion, of pro- 


ducing that diſcord and animoſity among us, 


which, if we may credit the language of 
your own Ale you are we ee to 


Had the Application really been made 
with the view which you have repreſented 
it to be, I could not in that particular view 
have joined in it. But when I conſider the 
difference between believing Artieles to be 
true, and acknowledging the Magiſtrate's 
right of impoſing a ſubſcription to them, 


as the condition of enjoying Liberty of 
Conſcience. When I confider that Truth 


and Error are uſually blended in all human 
productions — that imperfection ĩs ſtamped 
upon them all. When I reflect, that men 
of every perſuaſion, may diſapprove of ſome 
of thoſe Articles, while they firmly believe 


others — that the belief of ſpeculative 


* is no ſecurity to the State — that the 
disbelief 


err 
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disbelief of them is no reaſon for inficking 


' Fines. and Impriſonment and that tem- 


poral puniſhments are no means of enlight- 
ning the underſtanding, of convineing the 


mind of Error; or of reconciling it to Truth, 


When I conſider, that the Bible is the only 
rule of Faith, and Practice —. and that by 
the preſent - ſtate of the Toleration Act, 


many able Miniſters: of the Ney Teſta - 


ment, are ; reduced to a precarious depen» 
dence upon the good Senſe, and Benevolence 
of all who know them, for the liberty 
of their perſons, and the ſecurity of theit 
property. When I reflect on theſe things, 
the Word of God, as well as my own con- 
ſcience, all my powers 'of reflection, as well 
as ſenſations of humanity, conſtrain me to 
approve the Application, and 'zealouſly to 
unite my feeble efforts, with thoſe of my 
Brethren, in ſeeking legal redreſs, | 


As for thoſe who oppoſe it, the beſt 
of motives have indeed been aſſigned for 


this conduct. It is allowed, that a zeal for 


the truths of our holy Religion well be- 
comes all its Profeſſors, and more eſpecially 
its Miniſters. But is this oppoſition the 

G proper 
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proper way of expreſſing our attachment 


to the Perſon of Chriſt, or the Doctrines 
of the Goſpel? The Diſciples of our bleſ- 
ſed Lord, were doubtleſs actuated by a real 


zeal for the honour of their Maſter, when 


they aſked his permiſſion to call down fire 
from Heaven upon the Samaritans. He 


could not but approve their attachment to 


his Perſon and Cauſe; but at the ſame 
time, he as highly diſapproved, the way in 
which they were deſirous of expreſſing it — 
ſo contrary to the mild and merciful ge- 
nius of his religion. Ye know not what 
0 manner of ſpirit ye are of, was his ſevere 
tho' benevolent rebuke. A miſguided zeal 
has often been attended With the worſt 
conſequences, and made the World even a 
Theatre of blood. It has been the ſpecious 
colour, under which perſecution has appear- 
ed among men of every Country, and-of 
every religious perſuation, If we conſult 
our own hiſtory, we ſhall find there were 
times, when even © England, the ſeat of 
„ national liberty, and : benevolence, be- 
„came the bloody ſcene of intolerance and 
& perſecution ; the miniſters of peace and 
* chriſtianity were the active diſpenſers of 
| 5 « death 
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* death and deſolation; and the pepemm- 

4 tors of the moſt malignant murders were 
« clad in the pure mantle of religion.” But 
true Chriſtian zeal ever guided by know- 
ledge, and tempered with benevolence, 
ſhudders at the very thought of the moſt 
remote reſemblance, of ſuch an infernal 
temper and conduct. The recollection of 
thoſe deſtructive evils, of which a blind 
and miſguided zeal has been the parent, 
ſhould” ever put us on our guard, againſt 
giving the leaſt countenance to it. Chriſ- 
tian zeal ſhould be directed to nobler ends 
and objects. We ſhould teſtify our firm 
belief of the doctrines of the Goſpel, and 
our cordial love to them, by an indefatigable 
induſtry in our holy calling — by labouring 
in ſeaſon and out of ſeaſon for the ſalvation 
of immortal Souls by defending the truth 


by ſolid arguments — explaining the prin- 


ciples and precepts, and unfolding the pro- 


miſes of the Goſpel — by the moſt affec- 


tionate exhortations to loſt and periſhing 
ſinners, not to negle& the great Salvation 
— Py the balm of conſolation into 

ited breaſt of the humble penitent 


— and by eſtabliſhing true [believers in 
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knowledge, faith, and holy obedience. Thus 
will our zeal be ſubſervient to the benevo- 
lent defign of our holy Religion. But 
when your Zeal has led you to obſtruct the 
endeavours of your Brethren, for obtaining 
legal ſecurity; it ſurely has tranſgreſſed 
all juſt: and reaſonable. bounds. You have 
not indeed yourſelves ſmitten your fellow 
ſervants; but you have expreſſed your de- 
fire, that the rod ſhould remain in the hands 
of thoſe, who have it in their power to uſe 
it at diſcretion. In vindication of this, the. 
chief plea you alledge, is, your firm belief 
of the Doctrines of the Articles. But how+ 
ever clear your conviction may be, that the 
principles you hold, are in all reſpects 
agreeable to the Goſpel ; there is yet a degree 
of charity due to. thoſe, who may be in 
ſome reſpects of a different opinion. It 
may be the felicity of ſome, to ſee no dif- 
ficulties in the ſyſtems of Religion they 
adopt; and therefore they are not only firmly 
attached to their on ſentiments, but in- 
clined to ſevere thoughts of thoſe who dif- 
fer from them; from which the tranſition is 
eaſy to Bigotry and Intolerance itſelf. Such 
an approach to Infallibility however, is 
0 1 . 5 not 
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not the happineſs of all upright, ſerious; - 
4 enquiring minds. Nor ſhould the Apoſ- 
tolic exhortation · Let your moderation bg 
„ known unto all Men ” be forgotten; eſ- 
pecially as it is enforced by a moſt weighty 
and awful confideration. * The Lord is at 
& hand, The Lord is at hand to judge us 
% who will condemn us for nothing mote 
<« ſeverely than the want of moderation, 
« The Lord is at hand wha was himſelf a 
« Lamb, and will not have any of his 
«« diſciples to be Wolves, and to prey upon 
% one another n. The fame argument, 
in an inferior degree, may be alledged 
againſt all attempts to leave our Brethren 
at the mercy of thoſe, who would make 
them the prey of their cruelty, nee 
avarice. IF 


I hats read with pleaſure the many teſti- 
monies of * of our co from 


- 


(n) By "NPE in his goth of January Sermon 
before the Houſe of Lords, one of the belt Sermons | 
that wag ever preached upon that occaſion ; and which 
breathed much more the ſpirit of the Text, than one 
lately publiſhed upon the ſame ſubject, and upon the 


fame occaſion. 
8 3 Miniſters 
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Miniſters of the Eſtabliſhed Church from 
perſons very different jn judgment from us, 
as well as one another. A TucxER, a Tor- 
LADY, and a BaLGuy (than whom no 
man ſurely can be more zealous for human 


authority in Religion,) have yet all agreed 


in the reaſonableneſs, and juſtice of our Ap- 
plication. I fear the liberality of ſentiment 
which they have expreſſed, may be conſi- 
dered by poſterity, as a reproach upon our 
Opponents. 


If this Oppoſition had proceeded only 
from thoſe, who were from their infancy 
brought up in the principles of ſubjection 
to human authority in matters of Religion; 
it would have appeared leſs unnatural in it- 
ſelf, and I am ſure, it would have been leſs 
painful on reflection. Such are incapable 
of eſtimating the privileges of thoſe, who 
know what freedom means. And as for 
Men who reap the moſt conſiderable emo- 
luments from human Eſtabliſhments, it is 
no wonder, if they ſhould diſcover ſome 
partiality to the claims of human authority 
in matters of Religion. But that Proteſtant 
Diſſenters, the profeſſed Friends of Liberty 
of 


| 
| 
] 
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l 
of Conſcience, ſhould become advocates for 
human impoſitions of any kind, is matter 
both of aſtoniſhment and lamentation. We 
might ſurely from the relation of Brethren 
ſubſiſting between us, have expected a dif- 
ferent treatment. Every inſtance of un- 
kindneſs from Brethren, appears doubly un- 
kind to an ingenuous and benevolent mind, 
incapable itſelf of the ſame conduct towards 
others. To this circumſtance may be ap- 
plied, what is recorded in antient fable of 
an Eagle wounded by a feathered dart; who 
lamented not ſo much that ſhe was wound- 
ed, as that the inſtrument of deſtruction to 


her who was of the feathered race, ſhould 
be feathered too. 
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There is certainly a propriety in the ob- 
ſervation of the truly candid and modeſt 
Mr. WoLLASToON, that it is unchriſtian in 
any of our Brethren, ** to wiſh to continue 
« the uſe of a yoke that galls us, though 
* it may fit them; when a lighter and more 


« firple 
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fimple and more conformable to the but- 
« then of Chriſt, would ſit 3 . 
( both * ** | 


. Has this . been conducted with 
a truly Chriſtian ſpirit? Have no repre- 
ſentations been made of your Brethren en- 
gaged in this Application, which tend to 
deſtroy their reputation and comfort? Upon 
the credit of your repreſentation, have not 
many perſons concluded that thoſe only 
who diſapprove of ſome particular Doc- 
trines, were engaged in it? It would, I 
think, have been more becoming the Chriſ- 
tian temper, if at the ſame time that you 
profeſſed to ground your oppoſition, upon 
your attachment to the Doctrinal Articles; 
you had as conſtantly and publickly aſſerted, 
that many who thought differently from you 
of the merits of the Application, were 
agreed with you in ſentiment, upon thoſe 


Doctrinal points. 


That the Bible itſelf, that infallible re- 
cord of truth and grace, has in common 
with the advocates for its ſufficiency and 


* Vile Work As row s Addreſs to the Clergy, p. 21. 
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perfection, ſuffered no ſmall indignlity, is a 
very painful refletion. How has that ſacred 
volume been traduced, as a vague, and-un- 
certain guide; the ſource alike of truth ànd 
error, and therefore inſufficient and dan- 
gerous to be truſted, without the authorita- 
tive deciſions of fallible men] Tho ſuch 
an objection does honour to our cauſe, it 
is far from reflecting hanour upon that; 
which needed ſuch preſumption. to nn 


port it. — 1 


At Rome, it would be * with plea- 
ſure, that human authority in the concerns 
of Religion, is grown into ſuch credit in a 
reformed Country — that ſome even of thoſe 
who have hitherto profeſſed to be it's 
greateſt Opponents, ſeem to be reconciled 
to it's claims — that even a learned Profeſ- 
ſor * of a famous Univerſity, not hitherto 
reckoned the moſt favourable to Diſſenters, 
ſhould appear at the bar of a Britiſb Houſe of 


Commons, at the requeſt of ſome who have 


called themſelves Diſſenters, to oppoſe the 


* ROBERT CHAMBERs, LLB. Valerian Profeſſor of 
the Laws of England in the Univerſity of Oxronp. 
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grand principles of Proteſtantiſm, and To- 
leration. 0 | 

4 

Were it poſſible to ſuppoſe, the princi- 
ples upon which this Oppoſition is founded, 
could become general ; how would a Pa- 
rent's heart be affected at the moſt diſtant 
apprehenſion, that Statutes now dormant, 
may be revived againſt their Children, 
ſhould they be in the number of thoſe who 
ſcruple complying with the conditions 
of Toleration, now eſtabliſhed by Law. 


It is true our Attempt has again failed 
of ſucceſs, after having been moſt honour- 
ably ſupported, and leſs generally oppoſed 
{o). But whatever be the iſſue of any fu- 
ture attempt, if ſuch an attempt be made — 


(oc) The Diſſenters have not only the ſatisfaction to 
reflect, that ſome other of the Lay-Peers divided for 
the Commitment of the Bill, beſides thoſe who eſpouſed 
their former Application; but likewiſe that the Bp of 
Lincoln, was numbered among the illuſtrious Mino- 
rity. His conduct upon this occaſion, reflects peculiar 
honour upon his character, conſidering the general op- 
poſition of the Right Reverend BENCH ; and cannot 
fail to endear his Name to us and our poſterity, as a 
true Friend to the intergſts of Religious Liberty. 


ſhould 
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ſhould the Penal Laws be continued — 
ſhould they even be executed thro' the Bi- 
gotry or Malevolence of particular perſons ; 
it will nevertheleſs become all who have 
been concerned in an Application for relief 
from thoſe Laws, to perſevere with fidelity 
in the ſacred ſervice in which they are en- 
gaged, animated by a warm deſire to pro- 
mote the glory of God, and the Kingdom 
of Chriſt in the World — by the frequent 
recollection of the ſolemn engagements they 
are under as Miniſters of Chriſt — and by 
a zealous concern for the welfare of the 
ſouls committed to their charge. Under 
the influence of theſe motives, I pray God 
we may be enabled to fulfil our miniſtry 
— to diſcharge all the duties of ſocial life 
— to cultivate all the graces of the Chriſ- 
tian character, and all the virtues of huma- 
nity ; that ſo we may approve ourſelves 
good Chriſtians, and good ſubjects, teſtify- 
ing to all the world, that our ſubjeRion to 
penal laws, and our Non-compliance with 


them, is our infelicity, not our crime, 
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